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Rules and Regulations 

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Ayiation Agency 

| R«*g Docket No 6640; Arndt 430 ] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendments to the standard Instrument approach procedures contained herein arc adopted to become effective 
when indicated In order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation now in effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure Is republished 
in this amendment indicating the changes to the existing procedures. 

As n situation exists which demands immediate action in the Interests of safety in air commerce. I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator <24 F.R. 5662). Part 97 <14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: _ 

1. By amending the following low or medium frequency range procedure* prescribed in §97.11<a) to read: 

Lru Htandaud Instmumskt ArmuACii Pm-canoas 

B«n tx^lLnr, ewuw* and mllah are muynnUc. Elevation* and altitude* are to feet M8U Oiling are In feet above alf|»rt elevation. DfeUneet are In nautical 
mto rail : 't b<Twto indicated, excirpt vtubilun* which are to statute mlto. , . ........ . _ . . 

1/ in til irrmxmt approach procedure of the above type la conducted at tbe below named airport, It J* hall be In accordance with the folk*win* IwUunxmt approach procedure, 
■ake an *pi roach 1* conducted to accordance with a dUTmtU procedure for such airpwt oulboctoed by the Administrator of the Fectonl Artalkm Accncy Initial approaches 
•toll \* made on/ qrolOcd roulea. Minimum altitude shun corrtepotul with tboae established tor eo route operation to the particular ucaoruul torth below. 


Transit ion 


Cell tog and vMbtltty minimum* 


From— 


To— 


Counc and 
d Manor 


Minimum 

Mtlfefe 

(feet) 


Condition 


3-enfftor or Wee 


66 knot* 


More than 
66 knot* 


More than 

2-rnffto*. 
mom than 

66 knots 


6kd>or V<jR 


QO LFR (feud).. 


Direct. 


1700 


T-dn*__ 600 1 600-1 600-1 

C-d_.. SOO-l HOO-I ttD-l'y 

C-n_. 800-2 800 2 BOO-2 

A-dn. 800-2 800-2 8002 

FollowP/j; minimum* apply It aircraft ctyotoped with 
dual low-frequency capability and Peach Int received 
C-dn..j eoo i [ eoo-i i suoih 


Puw-Jnrr turn K side of cm, 142 Ontbnd. 822 Inbod, 3W0 within 10 mike. 

Mlniinu'' altitude over facility on final approach era. 1710' 

Cn and di-uncr, QG LF Ft to airport. 837^—7.11 mlto: Peach Int to airport, 32T—4.8 mlto 
L u vtMia , or not established upon descent to aulborlted landlnt minimum* or II londUvu not acromptohod within 7.9 mlfetafUr mating QO LF R or 4.3 mtter after pota¬ 
to! FrvJi Int. climb to 27(0 and r/omd dlrrct to Ml>8 RBn or. when dimlcd by ATC. tl) make rtffht-ctbabfag turn to 20(0 and return toQO LFR or (3) make rlfbt 
ttoaWr.f u./r Co 2000' mm) proceed tfirm to QO VO R. 

A<a i am Nora PUritui •scale not authorised. 

**> 1 t; l. jf! authorised on Runway SJL only. 

M> A a it Lin 25 Ditto of ferliity N Jn0 E-lW; B-2W0; W-W0. 

Cliy, Detroit tut*, Mich.; Airport name. Detroit City; Kiev., 6»': Fee. Ctos.. 8BRAZ (Windsor LFR); IdouL. QO; Procedure No. 1. AmdL 13; KIT. Dale, 19 Juua 66; Sop. 

Arndt. No II. Dated. X Mar. 66 

2. By amending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed in $ 97.11(b) to read: 

ADF Staxpaud In*tbcmicj«t Arraoacu PmociDca* 


Tlouiju-. brullnip. courses and radial* an? maffnctlc. KtonUWm* and altitudes arc to toot M8L. 
sties unV? i oibcnrHe indicated, except vbibllltto which are in statute mlto. 


Ceiling* arc In feet above airport elevation. Distance* arc to nautical 


TraojiiUaa 

Cellini 

: and visibility minimum 

■ 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-enff Inc or lea* 

More than 
2*eoctne, 
more than 
66 knot* 

66 knot* 
or less 

More than 
66 knot* 





T-d* . 

T-n. 

C-d.. 

C-o_......... 

A-dn .— 

2300-2 

NA 

2800-2 

NA 

NA 

2800-2 

NA 

2800-2 

NA 

NA 

2300 2 

NA 

2302 

NA 

NA 


um F. skit of cm, 861* Oulbnd, 171* Inbnd. S*0 wtthto 10 mlto 
fSJSjJ? * ttttHSf oy,T fartllty on final approach cm. 86(0 


(nonstandard to avoid h>fh terrain to the W). 


Facility oo airport 




B vvm... an tnet not evtahliahed upon demit to authorised Undine minimum* or if Undtoff not accomplished within 0.0 mile of BML RBn, make a ri«ht-climblnf turn 
uLXLW *‘ wlu »Bl 10 mlto of BML RBn. Uold N of BML RBn. 171° Inbnd. Lminute tot turn*. 

^ W l ytr BUy must be moultorvd aurally during this procedure. (2) Facility owned and operated by the Stale of New Horn pah to. 

•I F it *1°® GW ^ XXXf on m o/ 36P from UriUtv wlUiIn 10 mlto. 171 s Inbnd. AU turn* to the K . 

Othi, ifroeadurt: Ctlxsh N of farlUty. shuttle to 67(0 oo era of 861° wlUUn 10 mlto of BML RBn. 171* Inbnd, all turn* to the B. 

Wu A Delete* transit Inn from Caoratle Int and air forrto note 

f A %rthln » mlto of lacQUy: W -110 -630:110-370—74(0:270-00-4*0. 

“7 tor N „ . A|f nmnw , , wl|n Munk . lp<ll: gtor , IIW r ; Fac. CUaa., HW, Ideut.. BML. Procedure No. L Amdl 4; F.(T Date. 19 June 66; Sup. Arndt. No. I; 

Dated. 7 Oct 01 

7867 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 



Radar vectoring authorised in accor Unoe with a 
Procedure turn N side of ora. 079" Outbnd. 159* 1 
Minimum altitude over facility on Anal aprroacli 


I la ttOCor Unco with approved pattrma 

- muX, 159* luond. TW wlthto 10 mUe* 

. ______ facility on Anal suproftch cr», 7 XKXf, 

( r» and (UxUnca facility to lafiort, 259® — 4,5 ntQaa. 

It visual ooutact not «at*hll*bed upou descent to authorised landing minimum* or If lauding not eoouroptobed within t4 mike after paaslng LOM. turn right. < U 
7W on 145* bearing from DR 1.0M within 20 mlk* or. when directed by ATC. turn right, climb to 7«X/ direct to DEN VOK. 

•Wr*tbound (IW* through 83tT) IFK departure* must comply with published Dearer SID ® or with radar rector*. 

City. Denver. Bute. Colo . Airport name. SUpkton International, Kiev.. 5331'. Fac. Class., LOM. Ident.. DR; Procedure No. I. Arndt 17; Eft Data. 19 June 04. Sup A*4l. 

No. 26; Dated. 26 Oct 91 


Q(3 I 2 K R t , ,, . •••••••« WWW - •• »ww« 

MDS RBn. ... 

Direct. 

2700 

T"dn # *.. 

600-1 

•00*1 

WM 

QUVOK 

MDS RBn* . 

D tract.. 

2700 

O-da. 

600-1 

900-1 

OOOIH 

WI 

PTK VOR.*..... 

MDS RBn.. 

Direct—.. 

2700 


r * • ‘ I 

6001 

HVMVOR 

MDS RBn. . 

Direct. 

2700 

B^-16._ 

800*2 

9002 

491 

Troy Int_ . _ .. __ 

MDS RBn ifluJl. .. 

Direct.. __ 

2400 










Minimum altitude over faculty on final approach era, iW. 

Crt and diatvie*. facility to airport, 149" —5.7 miles. 

If visual contact oot eatabthtied upon descent to authorised landing tninlmuma or if landing not accomplished within S.7 wile* after pawing MDS It Bn, climb to 700> *o<l 
proved direct to QU LF R or. whan directed by ATC. (I) climb to 2000' and proceed direct to QO VO ft or CO make left-climbing turn to 27 Or and |*o»ed to Oak lot via QQ 
VOR K 323. 

Arm Csaaita Nuts: 8 tiding scale not author teed 
*300-1 Ukrafl authorized on Runway XSL only. 

. . ' ^-WOTif 


MSA within 2* rnlhw of facility floor -0W*- 


; 000*-190*-2Wy. 180* Z70*-2W. ZTO'-W-IMO'. 


City. Detroit. State. Mkk; Airport name, Detroit City; Kiev.. 92F; Fac. Clast., MTIW. Idaot., MDS; Procedure No. i. Arndt. 7; Etf. Dale, 1® June 66, 8up. Am It No A 

Ireftod, 20 Mar. 96 


ThI*. M 
T-o#... .. 

Col., 


600-1 

800 1 

1000-2 

10002 

1000 - 1 H 

1000 - 14 . 

1500-2 

1600-3 

NA 

NA 


NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

KA 


Procedure turn 8 aide of era. 363* Outbod. 063* Inbnd, SKXT within 10 tulles. 

Minimum attitude over facility on Anal approach era. ’HOOT. 

Cry, mn A distance facility to iln<ort. rw‘ ;7 miles. . 

If visual contact not established upoo descent to author! ml landing tninlmuma or tf landing not aocompllahed within 17 nilka after paaaing LCI It Bn, climb airmight abaai 
to 2000*. make Wt-cUmhtng turn to LCI RBn at XW Hold W of LCI KHn. 0K3 a Inbnd. 1-mtxrala right turn*. 

Notes: (I) Facility tnuri be monitored aurally during this procedure. 00 Facility owned and operated by State of Naw Ham pah Ire. 

Other chiuirv Deletes transitions and air carrier notes. _ . _ . ^ _ _ 

♦No takeoff* on Runway 17. Aftct takeoff from Runways 26 or 36. moke right-dlmbtag turn to intercept LCI RBn. 083* bearing, beading 263 to LCI at Jw * 
Continue climb In holding pattern W 9f LCI RBn. 083* Inbod, 1-minute right turns until reaching MKA tor direction of AighL Altar takeoff from Runway 4. make I. P.-rfim* 
tog Utm to LCI RBn at XW or above, continue climb in holding pattern until reaching MRA for direction of flight. 

INkght upcfAltom on Runway* * 26 only. All circling to be conducted N of Runway* 8 26. 

MSA wlthto 25 mile* of facility: <*»*-<«?-3WT. 0«r-190*-3400f\ lwr-27U*-J800r; 770*-300*-4500'. 

City .Laconia: State, N.U.; Aln^tiumr, I^cnnia Municipal. Kkv ,UT; Fac. a^MHW^ldent, LCI. Procedure No. I. Arndt 3; Kfl Data, It Jons 95; Sup Arndt Na Z 




T 4a 

3110 1 

300-1 



A do. , 

600-1 
600-1 
800 3 

909-1 
900 1 
9007 






ft 


Procedure turn K side of era, 172* Outbod, 382* Inbnd, ?Xtf within 10 miles 
Minimum altitude over facility on Anal approach, 110(F. 

r to airport. 357*—3 4 milt* 


Crt and dktwce, facility to airport. 3W--15 mike _ . . ., «w* 

If visual contact not ejlahlkhed upon doaorn*. V) authorized lauding mininumu or If landing not accomplished within 3 J mile* after passing RBn. make right c i > » 

to MflT RBn at 'UVt. Hold 8 of MliT RBn, 3A2* Inbnd, 1 minute right turn*. _ _ a . . ^.unriat 

Notes: (l) F eritUv must be monitored aurally during thl* procedure, (2) Facility owned and ofwrated by the State of Naw Ham pah ire. (3) Approach from ■ » 

tern not authorized. Procedure turn required. 

Cautiom: 4A0' terrain <0 76 mile K of Runway 35) 

M8A wlthto 26 tnlfei of laritlty: RF-MMNPf; 0W*'I» , -1W7; i*T JBo*-330Cr 

City. Manchteter; State. N H.; Airport name, rtrenier Field Manchester Municipal); Kiev,. 33F: Fac. Claaa, M1IW; WantMUT; Procedure No. 1, Arndt 1 Kfl D*la. 

June W. Sup. Aindt No. I; Dated, II Auv. fll 
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procedure turn E fkto of cn. 236* Outbnd. 046* Intend, 2XKT within 10 mike. 

Minimum olutu«te over facility on final approach or*. HO t. 

u r IlKiftl cm tec t* ootaetabtl shJd* upon «te»r*nt to'wiUwj^relf landing* 1 rutnkmums or if landing not scnompliAbed within 0.0 mil* of MTO Rlin, climb to 230/ oners of 044*, 
torn fight tui-J return to MTO HBn, hotel 8W. Inbod cm, OtT. right tarns. 

Noik: N<* weather available. 

S*u-» Private facility operated by Coke County Airport Authority. . 

•AH* i nets mlnlmumi of TOO 'l outhorimd for air carriers with aptiroved werlbcv swrtee. 

Cttr llatv onCharteelaO; Bute. Ill: Airport name. Coke County Memorial, Ktev„ W; Fac. Cbm., HW- Went, MTO (Private facility). Procedure No. L Arndt 2, F.fL 
7 * Date, 19 June 66; 8up Arndt No. 1; Dated. 22 keb 64 


yfiiiVAh _ . 

LOM_ 

Direct. 

1800 

T-dn__ 

300*1 

300-1 

30044 

llSDtOO ,._,i , ltlllM ,, t 

LOM (Mud). . . 

Direct.... 

1700 

C-dn.. 

400*1 

600-1 

800-14 

CiJbeoxi Ii t... ^.,i ... 

LOM..... 

Direct-- 

m 

B-dn-9__ 

400*1 

400-1 

400-1 

Swift Ortfl Itil 

LOM.... 

Direct,............ 

Bn 

A 

800*2 

800-2 

800*2 

6fiteri 1 "i 



2600 














RftiW \trurin* authorised In »ecor<Ioi>ec with appro red patterns. 

IW-luii turn 8 skte era, 27T Outlaid. 0UJ° Intend, 1700' within 10 mike. 

Mli intim Altitude over taclUty on final approach ers, 1 TOCf, 

Il'rOun! for.tori'oot letabtfahe^upon descent to authorised landing minimum! or If lan ding not accomplished within 5 ! mike after poming MOM LOM, climb to 2000' 
«n R-177 MQM VOR within 20 mile# or. when directed by ATC. dirab to 2000' on ers of OW from MOM LOM within 16 mites. 

Cjirti' is l ower, 087' A miles K. 

Cactiox Not* Night operation Runways 16-W not authorised due Uc* of obrtnictlon and runway lights. 

Not* Aircraft executing miwrd approach m ay. ag«r being rrtdmtifW t tfa udar eonttolkd. 

MBA ailbln 28 mile* Of facility* (Ur-OUCT—2307; C«r-100*-2SOO'; i*T-27CT—1600'; ZKf Vfr—TSXr. 

City,Monkoraerr.Stela, aw- Airport name, DanoeOy rkld, Ekv.,2D'; Fee. Clue*.. LOM; IdenL, MO; Procedure No.), Arndt. 6; RfL Data. 10 June6A Sup. Am-lt. No. 6; 

Dated, 17 Apr. 66 


Awbey VHK Int. ~ 

LOM (Mud).. .. 

Direct.. 

1600 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

»»-4 

Cfattuun Hl‘a 

LOM...... 

Direct__ 

2000 

C-dn* .. 

fOM 

400 1 

60014 

WOT«IMIII< A * a- XA. .. . ># ## >M a M 11 t tw ##••••• 




B-dn-4. 

•00-i 

600-1 

000 1 





A-da*_ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 





•The following mlnlmuins apply to turbojet aircraft 
when circling W of Runways 4-22 oKiLerhixe ex* 

• j 




C-<ta—. 

ii 

1 TOO 2 1 

800-2 
000 3 


! orttsg authorised In accordance with approved radar patterns. ... ___ 

rnwiurt turn W side of ers. 2ir Outbnd, 087* Inb nd. lootf within 10 mike (nonstandard due to ATC). 

Mvntnmjn aiutade over facility on final approach era, ROT 
Cn and iLiiuw, facility to airport. 037*—-4.0 miles. 

If n«icontact not miabilabcd upon descent to aulhorford landing minimum? or If landing not accomplished within 4.9 mites after passing LOM. climb to 100</ on ers, 
■P from LOM, then malm left<Umblng turn to TOUtf direct to Chatham RBu. ilokl NE Chatham RBn 200&, 1* minute right turn*. Inbod ers, 241 • 
building aL2 mike N of airport. 

MSA within 25 mike of facility: OW-W-iatf; 270*-0W-»X Y. 

CRy. Newark. State. N J.; Airport name, Newark; Kiev., Iff; Fee. Ctaes,. LOM; Idsnt., F.W; Procedure No. L Amdt. 16; EfT. Date. It June 66; Bup. Arodt. No, 17; Dated, 

» Mar. 64 


600*1 

NA 

NA 

800 1 

NA 

NA 

N A 

NA 

NA 

NA 

f*A 

NA 


T-d_ 


&= 


£*" tr ’ ^itiooi authorised In accordance with approved patterns of Newark approach control. 

tern N side of era, 067* Outbnd. 2*7* Intend. ZSCO' wlthln 10 mite#. 

Wiran nn ’vltitnds over faculty on Anal approach ers. 2000'. 
tn &mI *11*inner, facility to wihxvt. 2S4 —<7 mite*. 

contact not esUblUbod upon descent to aatbartted landing mlnlmuins or If landing not aooooiplisbed within 4.7 miles after pawing PNJ Radio Beacon, dlmb 
io Mjy on d rrcl m to Chatham RBn. HoM NK Vratouteright turns. Inbod era. 241*. 

UhA within » miles of facility 270*-W0*-W»'; W-7W-1M. 

CH>. Paterson; SIaIs, SJ.; Airport name, Totowa Wayne; Eter^ OS 0 ; Fac. Ckafa, MTIW; IdenL, PN7; Procedure No. L AmdL Drlg.: Eff. Date, W June 66 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ADF .Standard Imsthumbnt Athoicr Peocedu** — C ontinued 


Tranatttan 


Ceiling and viatblllty minimum* 

From— 

To- 

Coaree and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(foot) 


Oonglno or leas 

More thaa 

3-corla*. 

more than 
6^ toots 

Condition 

66 knots 
or Icm 

More than 
65 knots 

v\ v vnn 

PW LOM.. 

Direct—. 

Direct-.. 

2100 

2100 

T-dn—. 

300-1 

00P1 

500-1 

600-2 

606-1 OOOltj 

600-1 moi 

800-2 8002 

Freeport .... 

PW LOM. 

< 

8-dn-li. 

A-da. 


l TOT Outlaid. lir Inbud, 2100 within 10 ratte* o i LOM. 

icr*, itnr. 


Procedure turn 8 side ofcrn. TOT Outlaid, IPr Ittbn< 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach era, 

Cr» and distance, ludllt) to airport, 112°-—a.4 mikt. 

If visual contact not established upon drscetil to authorised Undine minimum* or If Undine not acrocnplbhcd within 5.4 rnika after (Musing Portland LOM, dimb to \Qttf 
m, lir within 10 mlka of LOM, then make a righUdfmblng turn to PW LOM at 210P. Hold W of PW LOM, lir lnbnd, 1-minute right turns. 


0M ^A'wUhln » mbff of facility:' OBf W-WP-iW; IMT-ZTOr’—210T; 77U*^Wr-2000\ 


City, Portland; Stole, Maine; Airport name, Portland Municipal; Kiev. Vf \ 


Far, Clam, LOM; UtonL, PW; Procedure No , 1, Arndt. 3, BIT, Date, l® Juno 65; Sup. Aindt. NY 
£ Dated. » Amt. 02 


PIE VOR..... 

AMP RBn... . . 

Direct. 

1500 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

300-1 

loot 





C-dn.........— 

700-1 

7001 

700IH 





B-dn-41........ — 

500-1 

600 1 

tool 





A-dn........... 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Radar eectorlnf authorised in accordance with approved pattern* 

Procedure turn N aide ©I m, 2«5 % Oulhud, 080* Inlaid. MW within 10 utiteo. Due MucDlU AFB traflk. 

Minimum altitude over facility on Anal approach era 1000'. 

Cn and distance. facility to airport, Offi'-IJ mJtea. 

If visual contact not eeUblUhed upon descent to authorised londiui minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 5.7 mike after patting AMP Rita, turn left, fntmvft 
W bearing from AMP Rltn. climbing to 1CO0' within X) mike 

Notts; (1) Aircraft executing mimed approach may, after being rddeatifled, Iw radar controlled. (2) Air carrier um not authorised. Weather and cocnmuidotlom xrrioi 
not available nt this airport. 

Caution: 461' towers immediately N of airport- Unicom available. 

*5001 required lor N and NW takeoffs. 

MSA within 25 mile* of facility OW-oW-WOO; <W*-lW-2200f; iW-W-iaOO; 270*-680*-I400. 

City, Tampa; State, Fla.; Airport name. Peter O. Knight; Etev. S'; Foe. Clam., H-8AB; Ment., AMP; Prooednro No. L Arndt. I; BIT. Data, IS Juno 65; Sup. A mil St 

Ortg.; Dated. 27 Oct. 62 


PIE VOR—_...___ 


Direct.. 

1500 

T-dn*_ 

300-1 

3001 

30OW 

AMP Itlln 

loil"....*” .1. 11111111 1.111111 

Direct-. 

1500 

C-dn. 

500-1 

6001 

MOIH 





8-dn-l8L_ 

400-1 

4001 

KOI 





A-dn—. 

600-2 

8002 

1002 


Radar vectoring authorised in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn W stile N cn. 001* Oulbnd, 161* lnbnd. 1400 within 10 mltea. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach m. 1200'. 

Cn and distance, facility to airport. 161*—4.0 mltea. 

If visual contact not established upon desce nt to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 4,0mlto» after pawing LOM, turn right, proceed uirect 
to PIK VOR climbing to I'M/ or. when directed by ATC, dimb to lCW cm direct bearing to AMP RBu. 

Not*: Aircraft executing mined approach may, after being rcidanUfled. be radar controlled. 

Caution: 7W radio tower, 1 mile W8W of airport. 

Otlier chance: i *fc4aa translUon from WUw» InL 
*201)4 abaolute minimum for takeoff Runway 27. 

MSA within 26 mltea of fad tit y (W-fW-lW; 0WMW-220O, lBOVjW-ieoO'; W-MCI*-1300. 

City. Tampa; State. Fla.; Airport name. Tatn(« International; Kiev., 2F; Fac. Clam., LOM; Ident M TP; Procedure No. 1. Arndt. 16, KG. Data, W June W; Sup. Arndt No- 

IT: Baud. 32 Aw. M 
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Friday, June 18, 1965 

3 By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed In S 87.11(c) to read. 

VOK BTAUDAtO iRinOMKKT iUTlOACH PaOCSDUBB 

... ln _ wur*. «nd n-llab am uacnaUe. Elenlta. and aimmka am In fc*t M 8 U C«Utog» ara In tart abort) airport 'fetation. DbUnma am In nautkal 

■Um unlaw nnw U*con JucitU auSbrtJw named airport, It aball b* to Mcontoixc with tba (otfewtog toatnunant approach procedure, 

L< <u\ '■''■ uun ^‘£ 2 fSS^^MruiM 0 totroch airport aottorlMd by lb* Admtolrtretc* of l bo Federal A nation A*oney. Tnlllol approach*# 

iUS^3^t2.^S^SSoTSStudStl3u SSSSSd.UhTbSmUbtetod fur J nut* opmatton to tba Particular area or a* lot fertb bolow. 


TnmsUkaa 


OUlu* and vfciUUty minimum* 


To— 


Count anil 


Minimum 

•ititij.i* 

(feet) 


Condition 

2 -A'nflne or lea 

80 knot* 
ar leer 

More than 
80 knots 

T-dn._ 

300-1 

300 1 

Odn... 

MO -1 

800-1 

Adn.. — 

800-2 

800-2 


More than 

more than 
M knots 


NA 
N A 
NA 


Proct lure turn 8 Md* of ere. 230* OutUnd. 0 »* JpbmLSOpr within 10 mile*. 

Mir ! vam altitude over forUity on ***' 

Undine minimum* or If iaodln* not aceomplbhed within AS mile, after P~in« PQI VORTAC, make a rt«ht- 
wToStac^SwThoM SW of U* FQIV&RTAC on U». 1-mtm.te right tom.. OW total. 

('ai:t.ov. HIS' (uitrtuii (Oi mile NW of airport). 

iw-w-jw, rv-wr-Jiw. 

oy.c Airportoarno.CaritofeMunWp.hRfeT..^ Prohor.No.I.A»dt *M. Nt »*» * *»• A"* 4 *- 


T-dnV-. woo-i w> l aoo-M 

Q^||„.I 1000 3 10004 1000 4 

X-3EZHT_1 1000-3 » 1000-1 * 1000-3 

If aircraft equipped to receive DME and DUbon DMB 
Fix received, Ibe loltowin* minimum* are authorised: 
C~dn..—I 400-1 l WO-1 j MJ-JW 

B-da..I 4oo-i 400-1 *och»H 


Pwr hire turn N *ide of era, < 01 * Outbnd, 201 * Inlmd, 740tf within 10 mile*. «** w,t,wr i»od. 

Minim am altitude over facility on final approach cr», 7400T. 

g'Jfiii SSf&^5£5T^taiiirttoSttorWd landing minimum or If wltoto 10.0 mtto. alter naming CP R VO R. clhnb to «*F 

oo K->tCl*H VOR within » mile* or. when directed by ATC, climb U>WJ 0 P'onW cw onL 8 wltWnW mile* of LMM. 

ftSSSSEstSunff: * *5iE£ Sir; Oa V-tt ««-. MounUto in, at « abova MUW. 

«* Car,*, State. Wyo ; W name. CaQ~ AU BVO A -L* ~ O-a-P- 


Wtoda-r Lf 11 .... 


WiflfWrf VOR ... 

Direct. 

2000 




T-do«- 

C-d_ 


MO-l 

1000-1 

IODO -2 

1000-3 


MO-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 


M 0-1 
1000 - 1 t* 
1000 2 
1000-2 


FtfUoertoc* minimum* apply when aircraft equipped 
with you and ADF lecdvcxi and Island lnt re- 

■ooo-iH 


celved: 

C-dn_. 


000-1 | 000-1 | 


i*rix^lart turn K side of era, 14J* Outlmd, 333* Inbnd, a»F witlUn 10 mile*. 

MliUi’ti altitude over QO VOR on final approach, MOOT. .... .__ „ .. 

Cn . 11.1 I -unee, g<i VO It to akport.sa’-liJ Intl O nkgo rl. ^^ Tli lSSS; not accomDllshn! wl«»kn 12,3 mile* after paadn* QO VOR, ellmb to 7X*f on 

8 Q V011*11 £ 0 *^^o««S , 'to , l)iLi JS* «tu» to Wtod« VOR or u, nui. rtgh^llunbtog torn to -W 
and ercois 1 direct to QO LFR. 

Ata r itaiia Not*: 8 Udlnc scale not outborUed. 

Ctty, Drtrolt; sui*. Mkh; Airport nam*. Itotaoll Cltr. El»v.. •»: Tt. Ct wh. ByO Rj.IdwC. QO; IWtoto No. 1, Arndt. * M. Data. 1 »Inna«&; Sup. A»<U. No. 1. 


P?l"l.. 

toaelat._ 


Oak lnt (final)—.. 

Oak InL. 


PVWm-f 

2400 

T-dn*___ 

000-1 

000-1 I 

1 Ia! ALt-.... -••••• 

Direct 

/TOO 

C-du„ . 

800-1 

400-1 I 


A -<ln....- 

800-2 

800-3 


500-1 

• 00 -lH 

800-2 


hnc'lure turn N aide of era, 323 Outbnd, 14F* Inbnd, Stiff within 10 nllei of Oak lnt. 

Minimum altitude over Oak lot on final aporuoeh era, 240iF. 

* 0 H K W. 

Non: I*ualVORmrttlred. 

^-1 .nidnaimtoaoltorimr otD-^r-.«r:ooo*-,*p-uw; Utr-W-toW; 

CBy, IVfruit, suit, Mlrh ; Alrprat naurr. INttoU Cl,y; Ekr.. CW; Fac. Claaa. RVOR: Jdr.'t.. QO; Proctor. No. 2. Arndt, t: F.fL Data. U Jono «; 8 up. Amdi. No. , 




T-dn ... 

300-1 

300 1 



C-d... 

W00-1 

800-1 



C-o.- — 

WOO-2 

800-2 



A-du- 

WOO-2 

000-2 


aocht j 
vxhiH 

UOO -2 

tlUO-2 


jWthin* iurti F. »id« of m, VKf Outl»nd, M0* Inhnd. MOOT within 10 mUre. 

Mnbntim (iltitudr over farlhly on final approach era, 2Mt. 

landlrig minimum, rAR VORTAC ‘ ^ 

“ fi A im l !n'a^lS, , o7iriUly: 000*-0«f — SW;0W*-270*—s*w;nr-jBr-ww*. .» rut. ntmmli 

Cl,y. Fargo; Put*, N . Dak.; Airport name. Ilrctor FVM; KtaT .tPCW; Fan. Claaa. BVORTAC; Id»t. FAR; Prwiur* No. I. AmdL Orlf.; Bfl. Dot*. Wfuoa 64 

Ko. 117 - 2 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 

VOR Standard IxmcMRin aptroacb PBocKorac Continue 



Transition 

Celling and visibility minimumt 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engfne or leas 

More than 
*«yrtre 
mere than 

00 knot* 

63 knots 
og m$ 

More than 
03 knots 




Tnin.. 

££*;- 

IHhI-43..._... 

A'dn.... 

300-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

•300 l 
•300-1 
•400 1 
•800*3 

31 

•4001 

•8003 


Procedure turn E *14 1 of ere, HI* Out bn d, J3T Inbnd, lJOCT within 10 mitre 
Minimum altitude over factM> on final approach ere IW 
Cn and distance, facility to aknort, Wr-43 mlka. 

U visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within 4 3 miles after paMlug LKK VO R. turn left tiiiui. la 
Q0W7 on R^llO within 10 mfka. 

Other chiatt: Dektaa note retarding areas obstruction data. __ 

• Ilcarler aircraft use caution due runway load bearing ability. 

y: OOtr-Wf-XW; QW-lSP-l >07; 


MSA within A mlka of facility: 
City. Lufkin: State. Taa.; Airport i 


; i*r-z*r—uoo*: zror-wr-awr. 

*, Angelina Oouatr. Kkv.. M. Fac, Clare, BVORTAC; Ideal, LPK, Procedure No I. Arndt, 8. El!. Date, 19 June fit; nop AatJl 
No 7; Dated. 1? Oct. *4 


300-1 

3001 

2O0U 

OOO-l 

000 1 

ttfl 

000-1 

0001 

0001 

800-2 

8002 

Ml 


Procedure turn E side of ere, 157* Outbnd, UT Inbnd, 2300* within 1 
Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ere limy. 

MM - * -r-lff mike 


l ralW. 


Crs and distance, facility to airport, 377"-—4 7 mlka. 

If visual contact not established upon descant to authorised landing mlnlinums or If landing not accomplished withlu 4.2 miles after paaring MHT VOR. make right- 
dlmblng turn to MlIT VoR at 2207. Hold HW of MllT VO R on R-U7,1-minute right turns, 337' In bud. 

Cavtion: 4#T terrain (0,73 mlk E of Runway 30). 

MSA within 25 mlka of tecfllty 00 (r-aW"- 250 l 7 , OW-li0*-l8O(7; I8CT’-3aO*-23C0'. 

City. Manchester: Mate, N.IL; Airport name. GrHrur Field (Manchester Municipal): Ekv . 23T; Foe, Clare. L-BVORTAC. blent.. MlIT. Procedure No 1. Arndt 7 Kf! 

Date. 19 June 00; Sup. Arndt. No. I; Dated. It Aug. 03 




T-dn.. 

300-1 

3001 



C-do. 

400-1 

OOOl 



ft~d-*S3. 

4001 

4001 



A-dn——..... 

8002 

8002 


& 


Mb 1 


Radar vectoring author lied in accordance with upprovod patterns. 

Procedure turn E aide ore. 130* Out hud. 318* Inbnd. 20CC7within 10 mlka 
Mlnln.um altitude over facility on final approach era, WOO' 

Cm and distance, facility to airport. 310”—34 mlka. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised lauding minimum* or If landing not accomplished within A0 mlka after passing MOM VOR, climb to XKC «> 
R-3W within 30 mlk* of MOM VOR or. when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to 2000 f on W era MOM KLS within 20 mile*. 

Nora: (I) Night operation Runways 15*33 not mtherlsed due lack of obstruction and runway lights. (2) When authorised by ATC. DMK may be used from R-<0* 
clockwise to R-lflO w ithin 10 tnllrs at 2007 and from It - 100 to R-240 within 10 mike at 2507 to portion aircraft for straight-in approach with Hie elimination of procedure turn 
(3) Aircraft rerouting missed approach may. after being rekten tilled. ba radar controlled. 

MBA within 26 miks of facility: 000*-090"-9007; oST-W-naT: M0*-27D*-2S»': 7TO # -38O*-20O(7. 

City. Montgomery; Stale. Ala; Airport name. DsrmrUy Field; Kiev,, 221'; Fac. Clare. BVORTAC: Idoot.. MOM; Procedure No. I, Arndt. 12; Eff. Date, It June «; 

Arndt No. 11; Dated. 17 Apr. 00 

4. By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedures prescribed in I 97.13 to read: 

Terminal VOR Staxuaad I Nairn: mint AmoAcn Piocioou 

Bearings, beading*, courses and redials are magnetic. Ekvwtkms and altUudes are In feet M8L. Celling* are In feat above airport elevation. Distances ar* in uautkal 
miks ante— otherwise Indicated, esoept visibilities which are In statute mlka. 


If an Instrument approach procedure of the above type is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be in accordance with tbs following instrument approach \ wjjam 
unless an approach is conducted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport authorised by tbs Administrator of the Federal AvUttoe Agency. Initial apprrem* 
shall be mads over specified routes. Minimum alt Hu* Us shall com* pond with those established for on route operation in tbs particular area or as set tertb below. 


Transition 

Celling and vkibillty minimum 

s 

From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

^engine or leas 

Morethre 

0fOfHW. 

snore Una 
Mknou 

66 knots 
or tees 

More than 
66 knots 





J-dn%. 

C-dn..... 

A-dn. 

220O2 

2700-2 

3000-3 

2200? 

27002 

30003 

SIted 

m -• 

JQOOJ 


>f crs. 266’ _ 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach crs. 900(7 

iVvtsual contact not established upon <1000001 to authorised landing minimum* or If landing not oceompUahed within 0.0 mile after passing ELY VOR. right turo rjr > u 
11,00(7 on K-lfO within is miks of ELY VOR. No turns authorised prior to reaching 10,50(7. 

%Departure ivocedurre <)Umb clear of clouds over the airport to W0C7. 

MSA within 25 mike of facility: fW-CW--l3.l<K7; OWr-lMT-IAtOO; 130*-W—11,907; 270"-36(F—11^0(7. 

City, Ely. State, Soy.. Airport name. Ely (YeUand Field): Ekv., 6255'; Fsc. Clare, BVOR; Mont. ELY; Procedure No. TsrVOR R-286, Arndt 1; Iff DM*. l * Ja0 * 

Sup. Arndt No. Ohg.; Dated, 28 Mar. 06 
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5 By amending the following very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedures 

prescribed in 5 97.15 to read: 

VOR/PME Imstkcmikt Amoacii Paocioou 

itrui nullah arc magnetic. EkvatJow and altitudes art* In fc<4 MfiL. Cclllnpi art to fleet itxm airport Novation. DbUuxva are in nautical 
„... jtested, Moepi vNlitlUiit which are la statute in ike. 

lit iH'Wttfh procedure of the above type b conduct**) at the below named airport, tt shall be In accordance with the following lmirumcnt approach procedure 
h ts conducted In accordance wttb a dl/?em»t procedure tor such airport authorized by the Administrator of the Federal Aviation Armey, initial upt>rmch*s 
r i perilled routes. MItilmtim altitude* shall correspond with those csublhhrd for m root# operation tn the particular area or aa sal forth below. 



Trauattton 

CHUng and visibility minimum* 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(to*) 

Condition 

t-cngtnc or less 

More than 
2-mgtne, 
more than 
48 knots 

88 knots 
or lera 

More than 
48 knots 

CON VOR ria Il-HW..—. 

Page lot or 15-iuik DME Fix MUT 
R--340 (final). 

II mile DMK KU MIIT R-34f>mnaI) 
IPtnlle DMK KU MHT K-340innal) . 
7.mUe DMK Fix MHT K 340 (flnali 

Direct... 

Direct..^.. . 

3000 

1900 

1400 

ts*u 

T-d®.. . 

3081 
«KP1 
saa I 

KX>2 

308-1 
808 1 
108 l 
800-2 

308 (y 
OOP 114 
ttXM 
800-3 

Fsra tot or l^mlte DMK Pit MHT R-340. 

|Pittite 1>M>: Kl* M11T R 340... .. 

C-dn. 

Dlre«t.. 

Direct.. 

8-do-17. 

A —dll_ 

OmlV DME FU M1IT H-340-- 




VI■ it i n ultiuidt over D-rutl* DMK Fh oo fluid approach tvt,3uixy; over ll-mlk PMK Fix, IW, over 9-n»U« DM* Fix, ltd/, over 7 mile UMK Ft*. MX/, 
t o distance, 7 mile DME Fti to airport, HW— l <1 mite*. 


It visual contact not cslabtlxbed upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished at 8.4-mite DME FU, climb to TJQtf direct to MUT VOR. 
Hul l ••> MHT YOU «*» K IM. Iitrtnute right turn*. 33T Inbod 

Not* r rocediirs turn not required oft transition from CON VOR to Page Int at 3000/. 

Cat tim*: iKt terrain (OLTfl mue E of Runway 28). 

M" t «• .thin tt miles of facility; IWr-OW—ttOOT; 040'-1*0*-HOT/; 1*T wr-OKf. 

City, Manchester; State, N.H.; Airport name, Urmler Field (Manchester Municipal). Ekv., 233'. Fac. Clara. D-BVORTAC; Idem.. MUT; 

Arndt 1; Ktf. l>»te, 19 June W; Sup Amdt. No. Orlg.; Dated. to Apr. 48 


•rocedurc No. VOR/DRK 1, 


OLM VOR.. 

Direct.. 

3000 

OLM VOR (final).. 

OLM VOR.. 

Direct .. 

Direct .. _ 


Hsrubfir Int.riWmUs DME FU R-346.. 
Bartxir Int io.o-milr DMK FU R 348. . 

1U)^4|. li t . ..... 


T-dn%._ *CM 300-1 JOD M 

C-dn. 7UM TOO-1 7W-D4 

8-dn_ N A NA NA 

A-dn.. *00 2 800-2 HQO-3 

If atrtmrt equtpiwd with VOR and DMK or VOR and 
A !>F receivers, and Rudd Int Is Identified the 
following minim tuns apply. 

C-dn... nno-l | 000-1 I 800-1)4 

B-dn-17. 800*1 eoo-i 800 1 


iu 1 .r ut :.irtn* autburtrad utilising McChord radar tn accordance with approved pat terra. 

Procedure turn W side of m, 345* outbfid, 188* Inltod, 1000* within IS mites. 

Mlntmmn .Ititudr over flodd Int on final approach ers, W: over ULM VOR MM/. 

Cri and •tlftooca, Hudd Int to airport, 188*-4 7 mites; Rudd Int to VOR 188'-8.0 mites OLM VOR on airport. 

II rlsu d contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minim urns or If landing not accomplished within 0.0 mite after (Ming OLM VOR, climb to 381/ on 
*-17} win, r. isbhIss of OLM VOR; or when directed by ATC, turn left, climb to Wf on lt-AU within 15 miles of OLM VOR. 
i?!? 1 W **** authorised by ATC, DME may l*e 088a within 70 mites at 7001/ between It Jli clockwise to R-0W of OLM VOR to pooUloo aircraft for straight-in approach 

witii erimuiallon of procedure turn. 

Caution Kr»tricted area 4.7 miles K of airport. 

nil runways: CMrah on R 343 OLM VO RTAC within 10 miles so aa to crura OLM VO RTAC at or abovs 1ACJTF westbound on V-J04, 

.ran 25 mites of (utility: WT-OXT-77C&, 0W-I80*—49U0\ 190* TCT-mt/, 271T-J40'—380/. 

City, Otjn.j ia; Flute. Wash.; Airport nains. Olympia Municipal; Etev,.30fl r ; Fac. Clara.. L-BVORTAC; IdenL, OLM, Procedure No. VOR/DMK No. ». Amdt 4; Kff. Date, 

19 June 88: top. Amdt. No. 3; Dated. II May 88 

6. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures prescribed in § 97.17 to read: 

ILF 8 t*mpa an Inotkcmkmt Avtiioacii Paocaooan 

«p» lu ^ «<tosb are magnetic. Elevations and altitudes arc In feet MSI.. Oiling* are in fort above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
fcfltt tm!*u otherwise Indicated, excopt vtoibUttks which are In statu to mlVw. 

En U'tmnjant approach procedure of the above type Is conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In accordance with the following Instrument approach procedure 
«aara an u conducted In accordance with a dUfcrvnt twocRxioro for such airport authorised by the AdmtnPtnOnr of the Federal Aviation Agency. Initial approaches 

u n ■ ' 0Vf ’f specified routes. Minimum altitude* shall correspond with those established for so route operetlon In the particular amt or os set forth below. 


Transition 


Coiling and viaiblUty cntnlmuxns 


From— 


Coarse and 
distance 


Uhitrmtt n 

altitude 

(feat) 


Condition 

tomglnuar tera 

88 knots 
or lew 

More tluun 
08 knots 

T-dn 4 8#. 

C-dn. 

B~dn-ttL%*.... 
A -dn.. 

308-1 
#408-1 
300-H 
408 2 

308 1 
508 t 


More than 
3-englne, 


M knots 


BKff VOR, 


^———Ad int_ 

Dwbylat . 

Fans int 


tot-- 

Wto tot..™ 

HfWwn tot._ 

5teL RKn " 


lom—.. 

LOM.. 

LOM.... 

LOM.. 

Watkins Int.. 

LOM (Onal)... 

LOM... 

LOM.. 

LOM.. 

LOM. 

Walk In* Int. 


Direct.. 

Direct... 

Direct. 

Dtesct.. 

Direct... 

Dtesct.*.. 

Direct.. 

Direct.. 

Direct.. 

Direct.. 

Direct. 


7000 

7.«sj 


7500 

7U00 


10D-U 
100-14 
m i j 

8092 


f*ulbnrts«l In accordance with approved pattern* 

K ’ * rn ^ dde of F. era, 07C* Outbod, AVi' lubnd. 70U/ within 10 
Vtitn v ' f 1 ^ . u '^ * l tf**® ^ interception Inbud, 70ft/. 
if rmZ *! , ' 0 ** MV| <iRtonce to aisproodi csm! of runway at OM. 8974 # -8A mltee. at MM. &MI # —hfi mite 

hu °°*ortabUshed upon descent U> authorised landing mlnlmun.s cr If landing not accotnpllahod, tum right, gllrabtug to 70CK/ direct U> DEN VOR or, when 

C, r, _ ‘“To rtght and dtmb to 7iW on the 348* twaring town DF. LOM 
tvr l r I * <uUf * l> ^ "site HK of DEN MM. »»' beacoo, 1.8 mites 8 of airport. 

* m i r ’ r, “ <0 ® riT<,!ll 'f 8 of airport due to olwtructloiu isse cautlou mde). 

far 4*riftrx- tiii,{Tir7rnfi > *a ? itl 0l,C jniautlwirlied, except for 4-engine turtwfet aircraft, with oprraUvs bigh intensity runway lights. 400* H authorised, except 

toscStAMutk l! UlaJ r u !? rc ,;40,/ authorlced tor bimlkng on Runway »L: provide*! that all components of the 11-8, high. Intensity runway lights, approach light*, eon denser 
lvrr lW j,; related atrboroe equipment are operating satlsfaclorily. Descent Iwlow M3F shall not be made unless visual contact with the approach light* has 

. 12 U f &***& te ctear of clouds. 

Uonu J visual range 2400/ also authorired for takeoff on Runway ML In Ueu of 300-Jd wlsen 200 4 1s authorised: provided that hlgb-lntMidty runway lights ore opera* 

Cr 1 Itt" through aam IFR departures must comply with (mblbhed Dcnvwr 8ID*i or with radar vectors. 

X 1 ** yvr - Fuu « Airport name. 8tapleton Intematfonal: Kiev , SBV: Fac. riara. Il-S*; ldcnt., I-DKN; Promlun? No IL8-ttL. Aiudt. »; Eff. Date, 19 June 68. 

8up. Amdt No 39, Dated, 14 Mra. 64 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


IU 8nvMU> I»sTmna«ajiT Afpwacii Paocsnunn—Coo tinned 


Colling and visibility minimum* 


From— 

To— 

Oourec and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 


3-onglno or teas 

Good It ton 

M knots 
or leas 

More than 

AS knots 

LEX VOR. 

Me A be Int_____ 

Rich mood Int . 

LB LO M • mm as,. 

LE LOM.... 

LK LOM.. 

Dhect. 

Direct. 

Direct.... 

Via R-354 LKX 
VOR. 

Direct. 

3800 

2900 

2*500 

2900 

2000 

T-dn. 

C-dn.. 

ft-dn-4*... 

»0 l 
400-1 

S '• 

aoo -2 

300-1 1 
900-1 
WMil 
400-2 

Chaplin Int__ 

Kecoe Int...... 

Keene Int.. 

LK LOM (final). 

A-dn. 





ftlknoU 


'»• i', 

wm 


Procedure turn N aide of cm, 222* Out bod, 047* In hud, 3000 within HI miles (nonstandard due to more favorable terrain) 

Minimum altitude at elide alope lot lobod, 1000 '. 

Altitude of elide slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM, JOOOf— 8 J mllm, at MM, I19tf—0.8 mile. 

If visual contact not established upon descent to authorised lauding minimum* or if landing not acoom pUshed, dlmb to TtKXt on era, 042* to the Fayrttr lot II t N. 
1 -minute right turns, 222* Lnbnd, MS* Out bod. 

Caution: Glide slope point of touchdown approximately 14 U/ In from a<>proach end of runway. 

*400-1 required when glide slope not Utilised; 400-34 authorised, except far 4-tnglne turbojet aircraft, with operative high-in tensity runway hgbu. 400 k* atuW -~1, rt 
cepi far Acngine turbojet aircraft, with operative AL3. 

City, Lexington, State. Ky.: Airport name. Blue Grim; Kiev.. 17*'. Pae. Class.. IL 8 ; Ident., 1-LKX. Procedure No. IL&-4. Amdt. J. Kf! Date. 10 June «, Sup. Ar.it No. 

4: Dated. 20 Peb. 04 


3800 

T-dn_ 

300-1 

3001 

2800 

C-dn_ 

900-1 

300-1 

2 M 0 

S-dn-22*_ 

400-1 

400-1 


A ^~ . 

800-2 

n> 2 


Lexington VOH. 

Lexington LOM.~.. 

Centerville . 


Fayette Int. 

Payette Int. 

Fayette Int (Axial). 


Direct- 

Direct.... 


2BM4 

5 Bi 

404-4 

* 00-2 


Procedure turn N side N K era. 042* Outtmd. 222* InUpl. aKW within 10 mllm. 

Back ere, no glide slope. 

Minimum altitude one Favetta Int. 2 Wf. 

Crt and distance. Fayette Int to airport, 222 *—4.8 miles 

II visual contact not eeubiifthad upon descent to authorised landing inlnlraums or li landing not accomplished within 4.8 miles after paatag Fayette Int. climb to JUlf <n 
BW cn 1L8 to Lexfcgtoo LOM within 10 mike. 

Note: Procedure authorised only when aircraft equipped to receive ILS and VOR simultaneously. 

•400-31 authorised, except far 4-eogine turbojet aircraft, with operative hlgh-lntenslty runway fight*. 

City, Lexington; Stair, Ky . Airport name, Blue Gram; Kiev., 97&, Far. Clam, I LB Ident, I-LKX: Procolure No. ILB-22 (book era). Amdt. 4; Kll. Date, 18 June Ci. Jkip 

Amdt. Na I; Dated. 21 Mar. 64 


MOM VOR.. . .. 

LOM. ... 

Direct. 

1800 

T-dn##... 

Si 

300-1 

Hanlon Int .. .. . .... 

LOM (final).._... 

Direct.... . ....... 

Direct. ... . 

j: 3 

C-dn 

900-1 

Calhoun Int 

LOM . 

1800 

8-dn-W. 

Si 

5 i 

Swift Creek lot. ... -- -- -- 

fj >M 

Direct.. 

PW0 

A-dn. .. 

0002 

Setters Int... .. 


Direct . 

2&00 




2ft 

Mtjj 

4U> 2 


Radar vectoring authorised in accordance with approved patterns, 
procedure turn 8 side era, 271* Outhnd. 083* lnbnd, \7ttf within 10 mile*. 

Minimum altitude at glide elope lot lnbnd, 1700'. 

Altitude ol gUde slope and distance to approach end of runway at OM. 1700'—A1 mllm. at MM. 438*—0.8 mils. _ 

U vl«u<d contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished turn right, climb to Vttt on R -127 MOM VO It sitim » 
mite* or, when directed by ATC. climb to 2000 * on cn of 008* from MOM LOM within 11 mile*, 

GAtmOtt: Tower. Wfr —8 mllm K. 

Caution Note: Night operations Runways 11-83 not authorised due to lack of obstruction and runway lights . . 

Note: Aircraft executing mbsod approach may. after being reldontifled. be radar controlled, *400~H required when glide slope not utilised. 400-4 embodied, nrrpt 

lor 4yrvginr turlK>)rt aircraft, with operative AL 8 . _ ^ ^ 

# Runway visual range 2iM also authorised far Landing on Runway fa provided, that all oompomonte of the IL 8 , hlgb-lntenalty runway lights. approach lights, ooo/immr 
discharge flashers, and all related olrl»ome equipment are m satisfactory operating condition. Descent below 421' shall not be made unlom visual contact with tt* spprwrt 
lights has been cirtahilahed or the aircraft Is clear of clouds. 

M Runway visual range 2400* also authorised for takeoff on Runway 9 tn Uea of 300-4 when 200-4 authorised providing high-intensity runway lights are operdVxi*! 

City, Montgomery: Sum, Ala.; Airport name. Dannaity Field; Kiev., 231'; Fae. Class . ILB: Ident.. I-MOM; Procedure No. ILB-fa Amdt 11 ; Eff. Data. 19 June «; 3«P Arndt 

No. Ifa Dated, 17 Apr. 9ft 


V 




T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 






400-1 

800-1 ! 





SSiCZ! 

400-1 

400-1 ; 





A-dn.. 

800-2 

800-2; 


S% 


N»-l 


Radar vector!ug authorised tn accordance with approved patterns 

No procedure turn. Radar control will not descend aircraft Iwfaw 20CW* untU 8 mites from end of runway on final 
Minimum attitude over A mile Radar Fix on final approach era. 2000*. 

Cm and distance. 6 -mlle Radar Fix to airport 273*--41.0 miles , Ta d 

If vtsual contact not established upon descent to authorised Land tug minimum* or if landing not accomplished wlthlu 10 mllm after passing Amite Radar Fix. climb to aw 

on W ers of MGM ILS within 20 miles. ^ , , - _ 

Notes: (1) Aircraft executing missed approach may, after being reideoUflod, be radar controlled. ( 2 ) MGM approach radar must be In operation far vector to final xpp«"™ 
ax 

*40044 authorised, except lor 4-engtoe turbojet aircraft, with operative high-intensity runway lights. 

City, Montgomery; State, Ala.; Airport name, DanneUy Field; Kiev..221'; Fac. Class.,ILB; Ident.. I-MOM; Procedure No IL8-27 (backers), Amdt OrifKfL Dsta, 19 Jujw U 
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1LS Stand ajld Ixmi'NiMT APrEoicn rmciooi*-Continued 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 


*saglf»orkas 

To- 

altitude 

(fcM) 

Condition 

Aft knots 
or leas 

More than 
Aft knots 


CWling and visibility m i ni mum ! 


M«t IhMi 
3**»* hie. 


Aft knots 


AmbeyVUFIM-- 

Chatham KBn. 


LOM (teal). 
LOM. 


Direct. 

Direct 


1608 

2000 


T-dn* # ... 

EC*:: 


WM 

300-1 

A00-1 

•09 1 

30O-W 


609-2 

fOb'l 


3DD ti 
too 4 

_| _ f)M 

%Tb<* following mlulmums apply lo turbojet aircraft 
when circling W oI Runway* 4-22 oenlertlnta «• 



900 2 
9U0-2 


900-2 

900-2 


900-2 
900 2 


Ha W iransltlotift authoriaed In accordance with ajiprorod radar pelterua a ^ 

I'nxT.lurr turn WMdeof 8 W era. 217* Out bod. <*r Inbod, HWOr within 10 mile* (nonstandard dw to ATC). 

MU.tn iim aUltude at jUdaaJow Interception lnlmd, Iftftl'. iMi( . ^ „ 

*•>«. »* M «r <*. *»» lo* »* to* 

VOR H 292, make left turn and proorrd Lo Mnrrlalown VUF litt at JUUK, |pM SW I-minute left turns Inbud era, 0A1\ 

•RimV*y vbw^rJ/^inoJ*Sbo"awlhoriwMof takeoff and landing on Runway 4. provided that aU oomponeoU o i the IL 8 , runway Uf hu. apurueeb lights 

eoodsuAf diiliarf* (Usher*. and all related airborne equipment are in satisfactory operating condition. Descent below 218 shall not It made unkea visual contact with the 

** , *^S3xnw!iy'takeoff on Runway I In lieu of 200 -V* when 200-4 authorised, providing high Intensity runway light* are operational. 
1900-1 required with glide slope 1 ©operative. 

City Newark; 8 UU>, NJ.: Alrtwct name, Newark, Kiev.. I*; Etc. Claaa.. IL6, !<!enl, I-EWB; Procedure No. 1UM. Arndt. U; Eff. Date, 19 June Aft; Sup. Arndt. No.17; 

Dated, 28 Mar. 64 


INK VOR. 

Import lnt...„ 


PW LOM 

Direct. 

2100 

T -du— •...... 

300-1 

200-1 

PW LOM . 

Direct. 

2100 

C-dn—. 

B-dn-II*- 

A-dn__ 

m 

W 0-2 

Jn^H 

Mtt-J 


SDO-H 

BKhlfi 

*MbH 

900-2 


Pnwel urt turn 8 aide of era, 29T Outbod. 112* Inbod. 2100' within 10 ralioa. 

VI Jitii.uiu altitude at glido slope interception Inbod, VBKXf, 

Altitude of glide elope and distance to ejipeoeeb end of runway at OR. 1740T-A.4 mile* el MM. 27T—a« mile __ . . 

If visual contact ml published upon dsecwit to authorised landing minimum* or U landing uot accomplished, rliml» to 100 / on era. 112 within 10 miles, U*n make a right, 
dishing turn to PW LOM at 2 tOQr. Hold W of PW LOM. 112* Inbod, 1 -mlnute right turns. 

•v/o \ f^rilred with glide slope fcnoporativc. 

CUy, Portluid: State. Maine; Airport name, Portland Municipal, Kiev., AA'; Fee. Claes.. 1LB; Went., M'WM, Procedure No. IUMi, Arndt. 4; Eff. Date, 19 June Aft; Sup. 

Arndt No. 1 ; Dated. 4 May tt 


PII VOR .. 

AMP RBn. .. 


LOM..... 

LOM .... 

Dlwct.. 

Direct.. 

1300 

1300 

T-dn#%—. 

C-<ln—. 

300-1 

ftQO-l 

200-1 

600 l 

LOM Oteal). . 

Direct__ 

1200 

8 -ito-UL«r- 




300-44 
M i 1 1 
aoo-H 

AOO-2 


RaiUr rector Ingasi 
Pwwdiifv turn Wi_ 

ssssiSaS 


110 miU* , 

l unon descent te auU^ or°iftaSing^ amnplMfc^ turn right to 22 ft’. climb to IW cm R- 0 «yB-MO PIE VOR 

>y ATC. ettmb to 1««P on 8 era of IL 8 or l*r cn from LOM within JO mika 
^a^prowch mny.alter l*h»g reldentl/led. be radar controlled. 

takeoff Runway 37. 

thorbed tor takeoff on Uunway IM, Ui lieu of A» K w 
it hurt red lor landing an Runway WL, provided all oott 
eriuiproont are operating KitWactortly. Descent boio 

■■HP__ _ __r of tha clouaa. 

*a» »; m;ttlred whan glide slope not utilised. 400-H authorised, egoopi fur 4-engine turbojet aircraft, with operative ALS. 

Cly, Tampa; sute. Atrpurt name. Tempo International; Elev., IT: Fac. CTm»., IL 8 , ldont., I^TPA; Procedure No ILE-I 8 L, Arndt. », Eff Date. 19 June Aft; Sup. 

Arndt. No. 2D; Dated, 20 Jam Aft 



ss 


■ alien 200 Uautl 
n ooimpoomU of the IL 8 .1 
Descent below 227* sbaU not be t 


provided high-in tensity runway lights are 
intensity runway lights, approach lights, 
unless visual oootect with the approach lights 































































7876 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


7. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in 8 97.19 to read: 

fcAHAit 8-rA*tuut> laimcMBTT ArnUumi paontDUiia 

V ” “ ,rrt ’ M8U •"»**»«"**« -•»«-. D «“<=- «* >» M 

If » radar Instrument aw-rowdi 1* conducted at tbo below nikmwi airport. It than be In acoontaisoo with the following ta'trumont proooduns, uolwtt no appwach U ocn inrt.s 
to accordance with a different proceviure for nucb airport authorise*! by the Admlnbtrator of tho Killeral Aviation Aivnry. Initial aporvacheo shall be made or. r ii><*hui 
rout re. Minimum oUUudcfs) shall c u r r eepond with those established ea route operation to tho narttculir area oriUMt forth below. P.viWvr IdeoUtatlon mu*’ be v t au. 
hfthed with the radar controller. From Ini tia l contact with radar to final author*red Undine miniumnu, the Instructions of the nadir cnatrollrr are oenmlolorT ctexu^ «rVn 
(A) visual oontaa to mlabtbhed on final approach ai or before descent to the authoriioi hridint tcioiiounn, or (B) at pilot's dborolton li U appear* deUrabla to .1 .omui»u 
the approach, cxcetrt when the mdar oontrolW may direct otherwise prior to final approach, a missed approach shall be executed as provided below when (A) o>m*r-itifciM/Tn 
on final approach Is k*t for more than 5 toOMwfr during a precPten aj»pr»cli, or for ronro than » *x»fvi9 durlnit a turvHIUmcr approach: (B) directed by radur r i 
(C) visual contact to not established upon descent to author tud Un i lux minimum*; or (0) U Uuidlnf to^pot arcomplbhed. 



Transttkn 

Cellini and visibility mtabnur t 

Fiord— 

To- 

Cotow and 
dbionoc 

Minimum 

altitude 

(fort? 

Condition 

58 knots 
or toss 

tot km 

More than 
65 knot* 

Month* 

ni«ve Una 
6t toots 

All .. 

Radar Site..—... 

Within 20 mika.. 

2300 

8 

T-dn.. 

0<lu 3_.... 

C drt 2. n, VK 
34,33. 

6-dn 4.. 

^dn 13, 34, 33V 

fcdn-2,30_ 

A-dn_ 

urvrtIUnce • 

306-1 
806-1 
406 I 

500-1 
400 1 
406-1 
806-3 

pproodi 

306 1 
800 1 
300-1 

300 1 

406 1 
4U0-1 
8062 

1 Sty 

X6IH 

MO-1 
m i 

4061 

W62 


If vkutal contact not aataljlhhed upon down to authorised landing minimum* or if l<uwtit«r net accotnphahed, dlmh to W on runway beading. proceed dim: to M*W 
VOR.* Hold N K. H ud t-mlwuU left turns. 

# 4CO-*4 authorised, cscrpl for e-enyinc turbojet aircraft, with operative high-Intensity runway lights. 

City, Richmond, KUIe, Va ; Airport name. Richard E. Byrd, Elcv-, 15T; Far, Clow aiul Idmt., Richmond Radar; rrocrdurv No. I, Arndt 1: Rff. Pate, Itt Ju . «; Pua 

Arndt. No. Orig ; Paled, 4 Nov. Cl 


These procedures shall become effective on the dates sped fled therein. 

(Secs. 307(c). 313(a), 601. Federal Aviation Act of 1968; 49 U 8.C, 1348(c), 1364(B), 1421; 728Ut. 749.752.776) 

Issued In Washington. D.C., on May 12.1985. 

Harry A. Turnpauch. 
Acting Director, Flight Standards Service 

(FR, Doc 65-6233; Filed, June 17, 1963; 8:46 tt-m.J 


(Docket No. 6469; Arndt. 39-86] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Canadair Model CL—44D4 Aircraft 

Amendment 39-35 (30 Fit. 2134), AD 
65-4-4, requires inspection and replace¬ 
ment or modification of the main land¬ 
ing gear uplock actuators on Canad&lr 
Model CL-44D4 aircraft. The manufac¬ 
turer has now issued a service bulletin 
which pertains to this subject, therefore 
the AD is revised to reflect this bulletin 
In the parenthetical reference statement. 

Since this amendment provides a clar¬ 
ification only, and Imposes no additional 
burden on any person, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective in 
less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator <25 Fit. 6489», 
5 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations, Amendment 39-35 (30 F.R. 
2134). AD 65-4-4, Is amended by amend¬ 
ing the parenthetical reference state¬ 
ment to read as follows: "(Canadair 
Service Bulletin No. CL44D4-381 pertain 
Service Information Circular No. 336- 
CL44D4 and to this subject.) ” 

This amendment becomes effective 

June 18.1965. 

(Sec*. 313(a), 601 and 603. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1966 (40 UJB.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423)) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 
14, 1965. 

C. W. Walker, 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service . 

| PR Doe 65-6383; Plied. June 17. 1966; 
8:46 am.] 


| Docket No 6593; A trull 39-86) 

part 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Foirchild Model F-27 Aircraft 

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring 
modification of the actuator shaft to flap 
gear box connecting shaft universal 
Joints on Fairchild Model F-27 aircraft 
was published in 30 F.R. 5643. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489», 
5 39.13 of Part 39 (14 CFR Part 39), is 
hereby amended by adding the following 
new airworthiness directive: 

Fairchild. Applies to Model F-27 Aircraft 
Serial Numbers 1 through 95. 

Compliance required within the next 50 
hours’ lime in service after the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished. 


To prevent further malfunctions of U* 
actuator shaft to flap gear box connecting 
shaft universal Joints resulting in an sym¬ 
metric flap condition, accomplish the fullow- 
ing; 

Modify the actuator shaft to flap gear box 
connecting shaft universal Joints In accord* 
once with Fairchild Service Bulletin Ko 
27-36. dated June 15. 1962. or later FAA- 
approved revision, or an equivalent opprored 
by the Chief. Engineering and Manufactur¬ 
ing Branch. FAA Eastern Region. 

The amendment shall become effective 
July 18.1965. 

(Bees. 313(a), 601 and 003, Feder .l Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 UJB.C. 1354(a). 1421, 1423)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C.. on June 
14, 1965. 

C. W. WALKS*. 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standard s Service. 

(F-R. Doc. 65-6384: Filed, June 17. 1943 
8:45 am.j 


| Docket No 6256: Arndt 30-841 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hartzell Modal HC-I2X20 Propeller* 

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations t° Jfyr 
Amendment 39-14. 29 Fit. 17797. 'M3 M- 
28-1, as amended by Amendment 39- ■ 
30 FJl. 4533. Hartzell Model HC-1ZX3® 
propellers equipped with C-49-2B and c- 
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4»-3C hub spiders, by amending the ap- 
oUcablllty provision of the directive to 
taciude hub spiders with Serial Numbers 
4220 through 5400 was published in 30 

Fit 5532 __ _ . 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
makiiui of the amendment. No objec¬ 
tions were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator <25 F.R. 6489 >. 
\ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations. Amendment 39-14. 29 Fit 
17797 AD 64-28-1. as amended by 
Amendment 39-53. 30 F.R. 4533, Is fur¬ 
ther amended by changing the applica¬ 
bility statement to read: 

Applies to Model* HC-12X20-1. -2. -3. -5. 
fc nd -7B propeller* equipped with C-49-2B 
tad C-492C hub spiders having Serial Num- 
ben 4220 through 6400 installed on Downer 
(Republic 1 RC-3; Navion. Navion A: and 
Grumman O 44 Series aircraft. 

This amendment becomes effective 

July 18,1965. 

(Bees. 313(a). 601 and 003. Federal Aviation 
Art of 1956 (49 U.8.C. 1354(a). 1421, 1423)) 

Issued In Washington. D.C. on June 
14, 1965. 

C. W. Walk**. 

Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Sendee. 

|FR Doc 55 6385; Filed. June 17. 1965: 
8 45 a m | 


| Airspace Docket No. 65- BA-1 | 

FART 71— DESIGNATION OF FED¬ 
ERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Control Zone 

On pages 3452 and 3453 of the Federal 
Rkustex for March 16. 1965, the Federal 
Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would designate a 
part-time control gone for Hazleton Air¬ 
port, Hazleton. Pa. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No obiectlons to 
the proposed regulations have been 

received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 

oOOl es.t.. August 19. 1965. 

Federal Aviation Act of 1968 

<72 Stat 7*9; 49 U.8.C. 1348)) 

l»u<d in Jamaica. N.Y. on May 26. 
1965 

Wayne Hendkxshot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

A»*nd 1 7 i.i 7 i of part 71 go as to 
* Hazleton, Pa., control gone 

described as follows: 


Haklktom. Pa. 

* 3 * ml *e radiu* of the center, 
aort u 1 , N * 75, S9'3a*' W. of Hazleton Air- 
Battelon, P* within 2 mile* each aide 
VOR 263 ’ »»d 083* radial* 
«... Jrom rhe 6-mllc radius rone to 6 

iirs. lile VOR Bl »d within 2 mile* each 
Hsrw hC •** 276 ’ bearings from the 
on run extending from the 5-mlle 
to 8 miles E of the RBN. Thl* 
1 b effective from 0700-2000 hour* 


Monday thru Friday. 0700-1700 hour* Satur¬ 
day and 0900-2000 hour* Sunday, local time. 

(F.R. Doc 65-6386; Filed. June 17. 1965. 
» 45 &.m.| 
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PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

On page 3453 of the Federal Register 
for March 16. 1965, the Federal Aviation 
Agency published proposed regulations 
which would alter the Findlay. Ohio, con¬ 
trol zone to provide an additional exten¬ 
sion premised on the 248“ bearing of the 
Findlay RBN 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No obiections to 
the proposed regulations have been re¬ 
ceived. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 ea.t.. August 19.1965. 

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Stat 749; 49 US.C 1348) > 

Issued In Jamaica. N.Y.. on May 26. 
1965 

Wayne Hendexshot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

Amend I 71.171 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to delete 
the description . of the Findlay. Ohio, 
control zone and insert in lieu thereof: 

Within a 5-cnllo radius of the center. 
41*00*55" N.. 83*40*15" W. of Findlay Airport. 
Findlay. Ohio, excluding the portion within 
a 1-mlle radius of the center. 40*57*40" N., 
83'35*45** W. of Luta Airport. Findley. Ohio; 
within 2 mile* each side of the Findlay VOR 
046* radial extending from the 5-mlle radius 
zone to the VOR; within 2 miles each side of 
the Findlay RBN 178* bearing extending 
from the 5-mlle radius zone to 8 miles 8 
of the RBN; and within 2 mile* each aide of 
the Findlay RBN 248* bearing extending 
from the 5-mile radiu* aone to 8 mile* 
SW of the RBN 

(F.R Doc. 65-6387; Filed. June 17, 1965; 

8:46 a m 1 


(Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-ll | 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Revocation of Control Area Extensions 
and Transition Area; Alteration of 
Control Zone; Designation of Con¬ 
trol Zone and Transition Areas 

On pages 1257 and 1258 of the Federal 
Register for February 5, 1965, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would revoke the 
Evansville. Ind., and Owensboro. Ky., 
control area extensions, and the Sams- 
vllle, ID., transition area; revoke the 
Evansville control zone extension; desig¬ 
nate a part-time control zone for Owens- 
boro-Daviess County Airport. Owensboro, 
Ky.. designate a 700-foot transition area 
over Dress Memorial Airport. Evansville. 
Ind.: Henderson Airport. Henderson. 
Ky.; Owensboro-Davless County Airport; 
Madisonville Airport, Madisonville, Ky.; 


and a 1.200-foot transition area for 
Evansville. Ind. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No obiectlons to 
the proposed regulations have been re¬ 
ceived. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 cjbA.. July 22. 1965. except as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. In Item 4 in the last line of the text 
material, delete the phrase * 2300 cs.t. 
dolly’* and Insert In lieu thereof "2200 
local time dally." 

(See 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Stat. 749: 49 UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued In Jamaica. N.Y., on May 13, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

1. Amend 171.165 of Port 71 Evans¬ 
ville. Ind., by deletion of the Evansville, 
Ind., control area extension. 

2 Amend 5 71.165 of Part 71 Owens¬ 
boro. Ky.. by deletion of the Owensboro. 
Ky , control area extension. 

3. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 Evans¬ 
ville, Ind., by deleting all words after 
••• • • Dress Memorial Airport, Evans¬ 
ville. Ind.," and inserting after the afore¬ 
said words the following geographical 
position. "38*02*13" N.. 87*31'58" W M . 

4. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 by estab¬ 
lishing an Owensboro. Ky , control zone 
described as follows: 

OwKNSBClftO. Kt. 

Within a 5-mlle radiu* of th* center of 
Owensboro-Davies* County Airport. Owens¬ 
boro. Ky.. 37*44*32** N., 87*09*57'* W. and 
within 2 miles each aide of the Owensboro 
VOR 184* radial extending southerly from 
the 5-mlle radius zone for 8 miles from the 
VOR; within 2 mile* each side of the Owens¬ 
boro VOR 222* radial extending southwest¬ 
erly from the 5-mi)e radius zone for 8 miles, 
from the VOR. said control zone effective 
0600 to 2200 local time dally. 

5. Amend I 71.181 of Part 71 by desig¬ 
nating an Evansville. Ind., transition 
area described as follows: 

Evansvxlls. Ind 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center of Dress Memorial Airport. 
Evansville. Ind.. 38*02*13** N . 87*31*58 * W. 
and within 2 miles each side of the Evans¬ 
ville VOR 060* radial extending easterly from 
the 7-mlle radius area U> the VOR and within 
8 miles NW and 5 miles SK of the IL8 lo¬ 
calizer NE course extending northeasterly 
from the OM for 12 mile*. 

That airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
beginning at 38*57*00" N., 86*30*00' W. to 
37*26*00" N.. 86*30*00" W. to 37*17*50" N., 
87*18*00" W. to 37*12*50" N . 87*39*30" W. 
to 37*30*00" N . 88*30*00" W. to 38 39*00" 
N., 88*30*00" W. to 38*39*00" N.. 88*00*00" 
W. to 38*57*00" N.. 88*00*00’* W. to point of 
beginning, excluding the portion which co¬ 
incides with the Harrisburg, ni., transition 
area. 


6. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 by desig¬ 
nating a Henderson, Ky., transition area 
described as follows: 

Hknderson. Ky. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mlle radius 
of the center 37*47*30" N.. 87*40*50" W.. of 
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Henderson Airport. Henderson. Ky.. within 
2 miles each aide of the Evansville VOR 152* 
radial extending from the 5-mlle radius to 
the VOR, said area effective sunrise to sun¬ 
set dally, excluding the portion which co¬ 
incides with the Evansville 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area. 

7. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 by desig¬ 
nating a Madisonville, Ky.. transition 
area described as follows: 

Madisonvillz. Ky. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the center 37*21*17" N.. 87*24 02" W. of 
Modisonvlllc Airport. ModlaonvUlc, Ky . and 
within 2 miles each side of the Central City 
VOR 255* radial extending from the 5-mile 
radius area to tbo VOR, said area effective 
from sunrise to sunset dally. 

8. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 by desig¬ 
nating an Owensboro. Ky., transition 
area described as follows: 

OwENssoao. KY. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center 37*44*32" N.. 87*09*57" W. of 
the Owens boro-Daviess County Airport. 
Owensboro. Ky., and within 5 miles NW and 
8 miles SB of the Owensboro VOR 222* radial 
extending southwesterly from the VOR for 
12 miles and within 6 miles W and 8 miles E 
of the Owensboro VOR 184* radial extending 
southerly from the VOR for 12 miles. 

9. Amend 1 71.181 of Part 71 by delet¬ 
ing the Samsville. HI., transition area. 

[Pit. Doc. 65-8388; Piled. June 17. 1965: 

8 45 *.m.| 


| Airspace Docket No. 65-EA-18] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig¬ 
nation of Transition Areas 

On page 3713 of the Federal Register 
for March 20, 1965, the Federal Aviation 
Agency published proposed regulations 
which would alter the Watertown, N.Y., 
control zone, designate a 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area over Watertown Municipal Air¬ 
port. Watertown, N.Y., and establish a 
1,200-foot Watertown, N.Y.. transition 
area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication In which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 August 19,1965. 

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Slat. 749: 49 UJB.O. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on May 26, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot, 
Acting Director , Eastern Region. 

1. Amend fi 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the description of the Watertown, 
N.Y., control zone and insert in lieu 
thereof: 

That airspace within a 6-mile radius of the 
center, 43*59*20" N . 76*01*20" W. of Water- 
town Municipal Airport. Watertown. N.Y., 
and within 2 miles each side of the Water¬ 


town VOR 214* radial extending from the 
5-mUe radius to 6 miles 8W of the VOR. 

2. Amend I 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700- and 14100-foot Water- 
town. N.Y., transition area described as 
follows: 

Watsstowm. N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center. 43*59*20" N , 76*01 20" W. of 
Watertown Municipal Airport. Watertown. 
N.Y.. and within 2 miles each side of the 
Watertown. N.Y., VOR 214* radial extending 
from the 7-mlle radius to 8 miles 8W of the 
VOR. 

That airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface within the area 
bounded by a line beginning at: 44*16*00" 
N.. 75*40*00" W. to 44*16*00" N„ 76*10*00" 
W. to 43*52*00" N.. 76*21*00" W. to 43*22*00" 
N.. 76*23*00" W. to 43*44*00" R. 76*49*00" 
W. to 43*52*00" N., 75*54*00" W. to point of 
beginning. 

IP-R. Doc. 65-6389: Plied. June 17. 1965; 

8:45 am. | 
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PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Revocation of Control Area Extension 
and Transition Areas; Alteration of 
Control Zones; Designation and Al¬ 
teration of Transition Areas 

On pages 1120. 1121, and 1122 of the 
Federal Register for February 3. 1965, 
the Federal Aviation Agency published 
proposed regulations which would revoke 
the Philipsburg. Pa., control area exten¬ 
sion, the Slate Run, Pa.. Stonyforic, Pa.. 
Williamsport. Pa., transition areas, and 
alter the control zones of Philipsburg, 
Pa.. Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and Williamsport, 
Pa. They would also designate a 700- 
foot transition area over Mid-State Air¬ 
port, Philipsburg. Pa., University Park 
Airport, State College. Pa., Willlamsport- 
Lycomlng County Airport, Williamsport, 
Pa, Wilkes-Barre-Scranton Airport. 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa., Hazleton Airport, 
Hazleton, Pa., and Mount Pocono Air¬ 
port. Mount Pocono. Pa. A 14100-foot 
Wilkes-Barre. Pa., transition area would 
also be designated. 

8lnce the proposed regulations were 
promulgated. It has been determined that 
the Agency will decommission the Wil¬ 
liamsport LFR and Hughesvllle RBN 
with cancellation of the associated 
Instrument approach procedures. 

It was noted after promulgation of 
the notice that the effect of revoking 
the Williamsport transition area and 
establishing such an area over the 
Williamsport-Lycoining County Airport, 
Williamsport, Pa., actually resulted in 
an alteration to the transition area. 
However, this result requires a rewording 
of Item 8 of the notice. 

These changes to the proposed regula¬ 
tions are less restrictive In nature and 
therefore the public interest does not 
require the 30-day notice for these 
changes. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to robmlt 
written data or views. No objection to 


the proposed regulations have tan 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effect!** 
0001 ej.t. July 22, 1965. except u 
follows: 

1. In Item 3 delete the text mziertil 
and insert in lieu thereof new ten 
material. 

2. In Item 8 delete all the nuteriil 
therein and insert in lieu thereof new 
material. 

(Bee. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of l&Sl 
(72 Slat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May li 
1965. * 

Wayne Hendesmiot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Reoion. 

1. Amend $ 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet¬ 
ing the Philipsburg, Pa. control area 
extension. 

2. Amend f 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet¬ 
ing the description of the WUkes-Barre, 
Pa., control zone and Inserting in ikru 
thereof: 


Within a 5-mlle radius of the center 41** 
20*17" N.. 75*43*25" W. of Wllkt*-Bam- 
8cran ton Airport. WUkee-Borrc. Pt, snd 
within 2 mile* each aide of the airport IL8 
localizer SW course extending SW from 

5- mile radius zone for 2 miles SW cf the 0k 

3. Amend S 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet¬ 
ing tlie description of the Williamsport, 
Pa., control zone and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Within a 5-mUe radius of the center. 4T- 
14*30" N., 76*55*20" W, of WIUUmsjxttt-LT- 
coming County Airport. Williamsport Pa: 
within 2 miles each aide of the Williamsport 
IIS localizer E course extending from lbs 

6- mile radius zone to the Picture Rodu 
RBN; within 2 miles each side of the center- 
line of Runway 12 extended from tbs 
radius zone to 6 miles SE of the end of tbe 
runway; within 2 miles each side of the 
centerline of Runway 27 extended from the 
5-mlle radius cone to 20.5 miles W of t£e 
end of the runway; within 2 miles each side 
of the centerline of Runway 30 extended 
from the 6 -mile radius zone to 7 miles XW 
of the end of the runway; and within 2 tnflw 
each side of the centerline of Runway S3 ex¬ 
tended from tbs 5-mile radius sons to U 
miles NW of the end of the runway. 


4. Amend $ 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Philipsbuig, 
control zone and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 


Within a 5-mlle radius of the center 40*- 
63*06" N„ 78*05*15" W. of MId-SUte Alrpart. 
Philipsburg. Pa., within 2 miles each ® 
the Philipsburg VOR 247* radial * tieT *£* 
from the 5-mile radius zone to the VOK 
within 2 miles each side af the 162* beirtnf 
from the Philipsburg RBN extending trem 
the 5-mlle radius zone to the RBH 4® 
within 2 miles each side of the 333* bear “• 
from the Philipsburg VHP; DP station « * 
tending from the 5-mile radius rocs to 
miles NW of the station. 


5. Amend { 71.181 of Part 71 of ^ 
’’edera! Aviation Regulations wr «** 
latlng a Wilkes-Barre. Pa. 
l .200-foot transition area desertoeu 

*OIIOWS ‘ 
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Pa. 

TfcAt ulripoce extending upward from 700 
m Above the surface within a 12-mlle radius 
of the center 41'*>'17" N.. 75*43*28" W. of 
Airport, WUkea- 
iurre Pa, within 3 miles each side of the 
uroort ILS local laer SW course extending 
frtxn the 12-mile radius area for 7 miles. 

That slTApacc extending upward from 1,200 
fret above the surface bounded by a line 
banning at 41 28*30" N., 75*29*00" W. to 
45*0000" N., 75*28*30" W. to 42*00*00" N., 
75*00 00 * W. to 41-31*00" N.. 75*07*00" W. 
to 40 -«ne" N., 75*11*04" W. to 4t*00*00" W M 
75 * 15 * 00 " W. to 41*00*00** N.. 75*45*00" W. 
to 40 * 6 S* 2 <r N., 76-43*00" W. to 40’48'20" 
H 74*41*30** W. to 40*47*27** N., 76*53*04** W. 
to 40 - 36 * 00 " N.. 77*55*00** W. to 40*44'06' 4 
K 78-12*53" W. to 40*55*00" N.. 78 28*00" 
W to 40-55*00" N . 78-38*00" W, to 41*00*- 
00* K . 78 35 20** W. to 41*38*00** N., 78*13*- 
C0" W. to 41 •55*30" N., 78*10 00" W. to 
41*5600 N-. 77*58*00" W. to 41 *52*30'* N.. 

77-33*15" W, to 41*48*40" N.. 77*33*40" W. 
to 41*45 05" N . 77-01*05" W. to 41*39*30" 
g..77 p 02'20" W. to point of beginning. 


6. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Pedcral Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Mount Pocono. Pa.. 700-foot 
transition area described as follows: 


Mount Pocono. Pa. 


That Airspace extending upward from 700 
fret Above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the center 41-07*40" N., 75*22*20" W. of 
Mount Pocono Airport, Mount Pocono. Pa., 
within 2 mtlrs each aide of the 003* bearing 
from the Toby henna BBN extending from 
tbe 7-mUe radius area for 8 miles N of the 
R BN. 


7. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Hazleton* Pa. f 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 


Hazleton, Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
kti above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the center 40 e 59*ll" N„ 75*59*38" W. of 
HtUeton Airport, Hazleton. Pa., within 2 
milet each side of the 076* bearing from the 
Hadctou RBN extending from the 7-mlle 
radiua area to 8 miles E of the RBN and 
vithln 2 miles each side of the Hazleton 
V0R 283* radial extending from the 7-mlle 
radius area to 8 miles W of the VOR. 


8 Amend f 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
PwknU Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Williamsport, Pa., 
transition area and insert in lieu thereof 
the following description: 


Willi*M sroxT. Pa. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
J** 1 above the surface within a 12-mile 
JAAlus of the center. 41*14*30** N.. 76*55*20** 
w., of the WLIlUmsport-Lycoming County 
J Lr P°«. Williamsport, Pa.; within 5 miles 
* And 8 miles 8 of the Williamsport ILS lo- 
raJbwr K oourse extending from the 12-mile 
JJJNua area to 12 miles E of the Picture Rocks 
and within 2 mlloe each side of the 
owitarilue of Runway 27 extended from the 
«‘ixUle radius area to 14 miles W of the end 
tbs runway 


» Amend J 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
eaerai Aviation Regulations by 
Win* a 700-foot Philipsburg. Pa.. 

Won area described as follows 


tran¬ 


sit iLirauxa. Pa. 

. t P^®^bP«ce extending upward from 700 
or. ** lhc within a 10-mlie radius 

of um ^f^* N.. 78-05*18" W.. 

in 3 UU Aljrport - Phiilpaburg. Pa . wtth- 
ww:h of the Philipsburg VOR 
No m- 


067- radial extending from the 10-mlle radius 
area to 8 mile* NE of the VOR; within 2 miles 
each side of the 342* hearing from the 
Philipsburg RBN extending from the 10-mlle 
radius area to 8 miles NW of the RBN, 

10. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a 700-foot State College. Pa., tran¬ 
sition area described as follows: 

State College. Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius 
of the oenter. 40*51*35" N . 77*50*68" W., of 
University Pork Airport. State College. Pa., 
excluding that portion which coincides with 
Philipsburg. Pa., transition area. 

11. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the Williamsport. Pa.. Stonyfork. Pa., 
and Slate Run. Pa., transition areas. 

|Fit Doc 65-6390: Filed, June 17. 1965; 

8:45 am.) 
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PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

The Federal Aviation Agency Is 
amending § 71.171 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations which would 
alter the Blackstone. Va., control zone 
<29 F.R. 17587) so as to restrict the effec¬ 
tive time of duration from 24 hours dally 
to a period from 0600 to 2200 hours local 
time. 

The proposed alteration of the control 
zone Is required due to the reduction in 
weather service provided by the Black- 
stone FSS to a 16 hour schedule. On the 
basis of the revised weather service the 
control zone requires alteration to coin¬ 
cide with hours of weather service. 

In view of the fact that the change 
In the control zone Is less restrictive in 
nature than the existing rule, the public 
interest docs not require the necessary 
30 days notice. 

In view of the foregoing. §71.171 of 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is amended effective July 22. 1965, 
as follows: 

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, so as to add 
the sentence ' This control zone is ef¬ 
fective from 0600 to 2000 hours local 
time.*’ to the present text material. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 8tat. 749; 49 U8C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., May 11. 1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director . Eastern Region. 

|FR Doc. 65-6391; Tiled. June 17. 1965; 

8:46 am) 
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PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone, Designa¬ 
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo¬ 
cation of Control Area Extension 

On pages 1123 and 1124 of the Fed¬ 
eral Register for February 3. 1965. the 


Federal Aviation Agency published pro¬ 
posed regulations which would revoke the 
Toledo. Ohio, control area extension: 
designate a 700-foot transition area over 
Toledo Express Airport. Toledo. Ohio: 
Progess Field. Fremont. Ohio: Bryan- 
Deflance Memorial Airport, Defiance. 
Ohio, and a part-time 700-foot transition 
area over Toledo Municipal Airport. 
Toledo, Ohio; and University Airport, 
Bowling Green, Ohio; designate a 1,200- 
foot transition area for the Toledo, Ohio, 
terminal complex and alter the Toledo, 
Ohio, control zone. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication of the proposed regu¬ 
lations to submit written views and data* 
No objections to the proposed regulations 
were received. 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulations arc hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t. July 22,1965. 

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Stat. 749 ; 40 U.S.C. 1348)) 

Issued In Jamaica. N.Y.. on April 28, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot, 

Acting Director . Eastern Region. 

1. Amend § 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the Toledo, Ohio control area extension. 

2. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Toledo, Ohio con¬ 
trol zone and substituting In lieu there¬ 
of as follows: 

Toledo, Ohio 

Within a 6-mUe radius of the center of 
Toledo Express Airport, Toledo. Ohio 41*35*- 
15" N., 83*48*23" W.; within 2 milet each 
side of the airport ILS localizer 8W course 
extending from the 5-mlle radius zone to 
OM; within 2 miles each aide of the airport 
ILS localizer NE course extending NE from 
the 5-mlle radius zone for 7.5 miles from the 
localizer and within 2 miles each side of the 
Watervllle VOR 318* radial extending from 
the 5-mlle radius zone to 7 miles northwest 
of the VOR. 

3. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a 700- and 1,200-foot Toledo. Ohio 
transition area described as follows: 

Toledo. Ohio 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the center of the Toledo Express Airport, 
Toledo. Ohio 41*36*15" N.. 83-48'33" W.; 
within 2 miles each aide of the Watcnrlile 
VOIt 318* radial extending from the 7-mlle 
radius area to the VOR; within 5 miles N 
and 8 miles S of the airport ILS localizer SW 
course extending SW* from the OM for 12 
mllee; within 2 miles N and 3 miles S of the 
airport ILS localizer NE course extending NE 
from the 7-mlle radius area for 9 miles from 
the localizer. 

That airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
beginning at: 41*44*00" N.. 84*28*00" W. to 
41*41*00" N.. 84*16*00" W. to 41*45*05" N.. 
84*11*45" W. to 41 *45*30" N.. 83*19*45" W to 
41-50*39" N . 83-08*47" W. to 41*35*41" N. 
82*54*24" W. to 41-30*00" N.. 82*52*00*' W. 
then counterclockwise along on ore with a 
radius of 12 miles from Qrimn-Sandusky 
Airport (41*26*00** N., 82*39 00" W.) to 
41*18*30" N.. 82*49*30" W. to 41*14*00" N , 
82-57*00" W . 41*11*00" N., 83-19*00" W. to 
41-18*00" N.. 84*07*00" W. to 41*00*00" N., 
84*02*15" W. to 41*00*00" N.. 84*40*00" W. to 
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41*21'00" N, 84*40*00" W. to 41*82 00" N., 
84*31*00" W. to point of beginning. 

4. Amend I 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a part time WatervUle. Ohio. 700- 
foot transition area described as follows: 

WAmnujt, Onto 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mlle radlua 
of the center of Toledo Municipal Atrpart, 
Toledo. Ohio. 41*33*50" N.. 83*28*50" W.J 
within a 4-mile radius of the center of Uni¬ 
versity Airport. Bowling Green. Ohio. 41*23'- 
17" N.. 83*38*02" W.: within 2 miles each 
side of the WatervUle VOR 047* radial ex¬ 
tending the 5-mlle radius area to the VOR; 
and within 2 miles each side of the WatervUle 
VOR 356* radial extending from the 4-mile 
radius area to the VOR. excluding that area 
that coincides with the Toledo. Ohio, transi¬ 
tion area. The transition area shall be In 
erect from sunrise to sunset. 

5. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Fremont. Ohio, 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 

Fremont. Onto 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 4-mile radius 
of the center of Progress Field. Fremont, Ohio, 
41*19*50" N.. 83*09*46" W. and within 2 
miles each aide of the Fremont radio beacon 
196* bearing extending from the 4-mile ra¬ 
dius area for 4 miles. 

6. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Defiance, Ohio, 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 

Deviance, Ohio 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 4-mile radius 
of the center of Bryan-Deflanee Memorial 
Airport, Defiance. Ohio, 41*20*80** N.« 84*25*- 
80 * W. and within 2 miles each side of the 
Defiance RUN 299* bearing extending NW 
from the 4-mile radius area for 4 miles. 

I PR. Doc. 65-6392; Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8:46 am i 


| Airspace Docket No. 64 BA 50] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS. CONTROLLED AIRSPACE. 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig¬ 
nation of Transition Areas 

On page 1124 of the Federal Register 
for February 3.1965, the Federal Aviation 
Agency published proposed regulations 
which would alter the London, Ky.. con¬ 
trol zone, designate a 700-foot transition 
area over the London Airport (since re¬ 
named Corbin-London Memorial Air¬ 
port >. London, Ky. and a 1,200-foot tran¬ 
sition area for the London, Ky. terminal 
area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
In which to submit written views or data. 
No objection to the proposed regulations 
were received. 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e^.L July 22,1965, except as follows: 

1. In items 1 and 2 delete reference to 
the "London Airport'* and insert In lieu 


thereof the name "Corbin-London Me¬ 
morial Airport." 

(8©c. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act 1958 (72 
Stst. 749; 49 U8.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on April 28. 
1985. 

Wayne Hendershot, 

Acting Director. Eastern Region . 

1. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the London, Ky., con¬ 
trol zone and Inserting In lieu thereof 
the following: 

Within a 5-mlle radlua of the center 
37’05’20" N.. 84*04*27** W. of Corbin-London 
Memorial Airport. London. Ky.. and within 2 
mile* each side of the London VOR 205* 
radial extending SW from the 5-mlle radius 
zone for 5 miles. 

2. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a 700- and 1.200-foot London, 
Ky.. transition area described as follows: 

London, Kt. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mlle 
radius of the center 37*06*20" N.. 84*04*27" 
W. of Corbin-London Memorial Airport, Lon¬ 
don. Ky , and within 2 miles each aide of the 
London VOR 205* radial extending from the 
8 -mlle radius area to 8 miles 8W of the VOR. 

That airspace extending upward from 1200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
beginning at 38*50*00" N., 84*18*00** W. to 
37*13*00" N.. 84* 18*00" W. to 37*13*00** N.. 
83*52*00" W. to 36*50*00" N.. 83*52*00" W. 
to the point of beginning. 

|PR. Doc. 65-6393; Filed. June 17. 1065; 

8:46 am.) 


| Airspace Docket No. 64 -EA-641 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zono and Desig¬ 
nation of Transition Areas 


1. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Roanoke. Va., con¬ 
trol zone and Inserting In lieu thereof 
the following: 

Roanoke, Va. 

Within a 5-mlle radius of tbs center 
37*19*30" N.. 79*58 36" W . of Roanoke 
nldpol (Woodrum) Airport, Roax^ke, Va. 
within 2 miles each side of the w.<xtnu& 
VOR 122* radial extending BE from the 5 . 
mile radius aone for 3 miles; with:.- 2 rmu, 
each side of the Woodrum VOR 188* rmdUl 
extending 8 from the 6 -mile rtwiius trot 
for 2 miles; within 2 miles each side of the 
Woodrum VOR 246* radial extruding 8W 
from the 5-mlle radius none to 2 mUet. 

2. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 7 1 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Koanokf, 
Va., transition area described as follows; 

Roanoke. Va. 

That Airspace extending upward from 100 
feet above the surface within a 7-ml!r ntdhs 
of the center 37*19*30** N.. 79*58*35 * W of 
Roanoke Municipal (Woodrum ) Airport, 
within 2 miles each side of tho Woodrnm 
VOR 166* radial extending from the 7-mil* 
radius area to the Red Hill Fan Marker, 
within 2 miles each side of the Wocdrom 
VOR 246’ radial extending from the 7-nnli 
radius area for 153 miles 8 W of the VOR; 
within 5 miles SW and 8 miles NE of the 
Wood run VOR 122* radial extending SB froo 
the 7-roUe radius for 20 miles from the VOR, 

That airspace extending upward iraa 
1.200 feet above the surface bounded by a 
line beginning at 38*14*00" N., 80*35W* W. 
to 38*20*00" N.. 80*15*00" W.. to 38*1900* 
N.. 79*30*00" W , to 37*00*00" N., 79*30*00 
W.. to 37*00*00" N.. 80*25*20’* W . IhtttC* Tfi 
a 15 NM arc centered at Pulaski VOR (17 
05*15** N.. 80*42-47" W.) to 37 * 20 * 0 <r 1L 
80*49*00** W . to the point of beginning. 

3. Amend 5 7L181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so « to 
designate a 700-foot White Sulphur 
Springs, W. Va.. transition a rex de¬ 
scribed as follows: 


On page 1125 of the Federal Register 
for February 3, 1965, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency published proposed regula¬ 
tions which would alter the Roanoke. 
Va., control zone, designate a 700-foot 
transition area over Roanoke Municipal 
(Woodrum) Airport. Roanoke. Va.: In¬ 
galls Field. Hot Springs. Va.. and Green¬ 
brier Airport, White Sulphur Springs, 
W. Va.; designate a 1200-foot Roanoke. 
Va.. transition area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication of the proposed regu¬ 
lations in which to submit written data 
or views. No objections to the proposed 
regulations were received. 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t., July 22. 1965, except as 
follows: 

1. In Item 1 delete the reference to 
"SSE" and insert In lieu thereof "S". 

(Sac. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 8tat. 749; 49 US.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on April 28, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot, 

Acting Director, Eastern Region . 


White Sulthui Strings. W. Va. 

That airspace extending upward .*rom 7» 
feet above the our face within an 11 *®J* 
radlua of the center 37*47*00" N . 80*20 00 
W. f of Greenbrier Airport. White 
Spring*, W. Va.; within 2 mll« each Aide * 
the White Sulphur Spring* VOR 043 
extending from the Il-mlic raillu* sm » 
16.5 mile* NE of the VOR; and within 3 miw 
each aide of the White Sulphur Springs vu* 
154’ radial extending from the H-mil* 
dins area to 12.5 miles 8 E of the VOR 
transition area shall be in effect from tun. 
to sunset. 

4. Amend { 71.181 of Part 71 of th< 
Federal Aviation Regulation *> « *° 
designate a 700-foot Hot Springs, 
transition area described as folio* . 

Hot SwriNoa. Va. 

That airspace extending upward 
feet above the surfaoe within * ^ u 

of the center 37*57*00" N . T9‘49 00 
Ingalls Field. Hot Springs. jjbN 

2 mile. «ch .Ido of the Bot ****££ 
056* bearing extending from tW * » 
dlus area to 8 mile* NE of the RW*. 

IFJL Doc. 65-6394; Filed. J un<? 57 ‘ *** 
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Friday, June 18, 1965 

l Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-83 | 

p AtT 71 _- 0 E$IGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig¬ 
nation of Transition Areas 

On pages 1125 and 1126 of the Federal 
Bcosttk for February 3, 1965. the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would alter the Lynch¬ 
burg, Va . control zone, designate a 700- 
foot transition area over the Lynchburg- 
Preston Glenn Airport. Lynchburg Va., 
and a 1200-foot Lynchburg. Va., transi¬ 
tion area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication of the proposed regula¬ 
tions in which to submit written data or 
views. No objections to the proposed 
regulations were received. 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 es.t. July 22. 1965. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Agency Act of 
1*56 (72 8 tat. 749; 49 OAC. 154*)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N. Y., on April 28. 

1065 , 


Wayne Hendershot, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

1. Amend I 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Lynchburg. Va.. 
control zone and substituting in lieu 

thereof the following: 

Within a 3-mil® radius oC the center 37*- 
19*40" N. 79*1306" W.. of Lynchburg- 
Prtston Glenn Airport. Lynchburg. Va.. ex¬ 
cluding the airspace within l-mile radius of 
the canter 37*23 00" N.. 79*07 00" W.. of 
Pilwell Airport. Lynchburg. Va,. and within 
1 mliea each slda of the ILS localtaer 8W 
course extending 8W from the 5-mlle radius 
Kxne for 1 mile. 

2 Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
ning a Lynchburg. Va.. 700- and 1.200- 
foot transition area described as follows: 


LTNcnauao, Va. 


That alrsp&oe extending upward from 700 
te*t above the surface within an 8 -mile 
«dtui or the center *7*19*40" N.. 79*12*06" 
of Lynchburg-Preston Olenn Airport. 
JfaebburK, Va.; within 2 miles each side of 
Airport TLB local leer SW course extend- 
[fig from the 8 mile radius area to the Evtng- 
wa RBN. within 2 miles each side of the 
Mrnchburg VOHTAC 201* radial extending 
ram U*t 8-mlle nullus area to 8 mile* 8W of 
7* vOBTAO. within 2 mile® each side of the 
Mrn^buig VORTAC 078* radial extending 
8-mUt radius area to 11 mile® B of 
Wve VORTAC. 


Tbatalrspaee extending upward from 1.20 
the surface bounded by a Un 
SJgJfdng tt 37*40*00" N. 79-30*00" W . t 
2,22£ 78*14*30" W.. to 87*00*00" N 

t!*: 00 w -« to 37*00*00" N.. 79*30*00" W 
10 Point of beginning. 

lF * Doc 65-6396; PUed. June 17. 196S 


8:46 am.| 


|Airspace Docket No. 64-BA-68] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and Desig¬ 
nation of Transition Areas 

On pages 2106 and 2107 of the Federal 
Register for February 16, 1965. the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would alter the 
Bridgeport. Conn., control zone (29 F.R. 
1107) and designate a 700-foot transition 
area over Bridgeport Municipal Airport. 
Bridgeport. Conn., and Tweed-New 
Haven Airport, New Haven, Conn., and a 
1200-foot transition area for the Bridge¬ 
port. Conn.. terminal area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
alter publication in which to submit writ¬ 
ten data or views. No objections to the 
proposed regulations have been received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 eA.t. July 22.1965, 

<6oc. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1968 
(72 8tat. 749; 49US.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y.. on May 11, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director. Eastern Region. 

1. Amend 171.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet¬ 
ing the description of the Bridgeport. 
Conn., control zone and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Within a 5-mlle radlua of the center 41*- 
09*41" N.. 73*07*35*' W.. of Bridgeport Mu¬ 
nicipal Airport. Bridgeport, Conn.; within 2 
miles each aide of the Bridgeport VOR 066* 
and 229* radial*, extending from the 6-mile 
radlua none to 7 mile* NX and 7 miles SW of 
the VOR 

2 Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by des¬ 
ignating a 700- and 1,200-foot Bridge¬ 
port. Conn., transition area described as 
follows: 

Banxtxpoar. Conn. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radlua 
of tha center 41*09*41" N„ 73*07*36" W., of 
the Bridgeport Municipal Airport. Bridge¬ 
port. Conn.; within 2 miles each aide of the 
Bridgeport VOR 229* radial extending SW 
from the 7-mlle radlua area for 1 mile; 
within a 7-mlle radlua of the center 41*15*61" 
N.. 72*63*11" W . of Tweed-New Haven Air¬ 
port. New Haven. Conn.; within 6 mile® W 
and 8 miles E of the New Haven VOR 192* 
radial extending from the New Haven VOR 
for 12 mliea; within 6 mile® E and 6 mile® 
W of the Hartford, Conn.. VOR 223* radial 
extending NE from the Bridgeport 7-mlle 
radlua area for 24 miles: within 6 miles B 
and 5 miles W of the Poughkeepsie, N.Y.. 
VOR 149* radial extending NW from the 
Bridgeport 7-mlle radius area for 11 mile®, 
within 6 miles N and 6 mliea 8 of the Carmel. 
N.Y.. VOR 066* radial extending from the 
Carmel VOR to 17 miles NE of the VOR; 
within 5 miles N and 6 miles 8 of the Carmel 
VOR 093* radial extending from the Carmel 


VOR to 28 tnllM B of the VOR. excluding 
those portions that coincide with the White 
Plains, N.T.. transition area. 

That airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
beginning at 41*31*00" N., 73*30*00 * W. to 
41*3100** N.. 73*20*00" W. to 41*49 00" N . 
73*16*00" W. to 41*31*00" N.. 72*46*00" W. to 
41*18*00** N., 73*30*30" W to 41*00*00" N.. 
72*46*00" W to 41*00*00" N„ 73*33*00" W 
to 41*10*00" N.. 73*33*00** W, to 41*20*00" 
N . 73*23*00** W. to 41*25*00" N . 73*30*00*’ 
W. to point of beginning. 

|PR Doc. 65-6396; Filed. June 17. 1965; 
8:46 am.| 


(Airspace Docket No, 64--EA-70J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zones, Designa¬ 
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo¬ 
cation of Control Area Extension 
and Transition Area 

On pages 3713 and 3714 of the Federal 
Register for March 20, 1965. the Federal 
Aviation Agency published proposed reg¬ 
ulations which would alter the Johns¬ 
town. Pa., and Martlnsburg, Pa., control 
zones: designate 700-foot transition areas 
over the Johnstown-Cambria County Air. 
port. Johnstown. Pa., Blair County Air¬ 
port. Martlnsburg. Pa.. Indiana County 
Jimmy 8tewart Field. Indiana. Pa.. 
Westmoreland-L a trobe Airport. Latrobe. 
Pa., and Cumberland Municipal Airport. 
Cumberland, McL; designate a 1,200-foot 
Johnstown. Pa., transition area; revoke 
the Altoona. Pa., control area extension 
and St. Thomas, Pa., transition area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
9001 cjs.t., August 19. 1965. except as 
follows: 

1. Under Item 2 at the end of the text 
material, add the phrase "and during 
specific dates and times established in 
advance by a Notice to Airmen." 

2. In Item 8 of the text material, line 
6, delete the figures **993*" and Insert in 
lieu thereof the figures "091V* 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1966 
(72 8tat. 749; 49 UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 26, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director. Eastern Region. 

1. Amend 5 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the Altoona. Pa., control area 
extension. 

2. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the description of the Johnstown. 
Pa., control zone and insert in lieu 
thereof: 
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Within a 5-mlle radiua of the center, 
40* 18*55" N., 78*50 00“ W.. of Johnstown- 
Cambrla County Airport. John*town. Pa.; 
within 2 miles each aide of the John a town 
VOR 044* radial extending from the 5-mlle 
radiua cone to 7 mllea NB of the Johnstown 
VOR; within 2 mllea each side of the Johns¬ 
town VOR 215* radial extending from the 
5-mile radiua cone to 7 mllea 8W of the 
Johnstown VOR; within 2 mllea each side 
of the Johnstown VOR 320* radial extend¬ 
ing from the 5-mlle radius rone to 6 mllea 
NW of the Johnstown VOR effective from 
0700 to 2100 hours, ex.t.. dally and during 
specific dates and times established In ad¬ 
vance by a Notice to Airmen. 

3. Amend 5 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the description of the Martins- 
* burg. Pa., control rone and Insert in lieu 
thereof: 

Within a 5-mlle radius of the center. 40*- 
17*50“ N., 78*1010“ W„ of Blair County Air¬ 
port. Martinsburg. Pa. 

4. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700- and 1.200-foot Johns¬ 
town. Pa., transition area described as 
follows: 

Johnstown. Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radiua 
of the center. 40*18 55“ N.. 78*50*00“ W. of 
Johnstown-Cambrla County Airport. Johns¬ 
town. Pa.; within 2 miles each side of the 
Johnstown VOR 320* radial extending from 
the 7-mile radius area to 8 miles NW of the 
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the Johns¬ 
town VOR 044* radial extending from the 
7-mlle radius area to 8 miles NE of the VOR; 
and within 6 miles NW and 8 miles SK of the 
Johnstown 215* radial extending from the 
VOR to 12 miles 6W of the VOR. 

That airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at 40*33*00“ N.. 79*32*00“ W.. to 40*- 
65*00“ N.. 78*38*00“ W. to 40*55*00** N.. 78*- 
28*00** W. to 40*44*05“ N.. 78*19*53“ W. to 
40*38*00“ N-. 77*55 00“ W. to 40*10*00 N., 
77*55*00“ W to 40*10*00“ N . 77*37*00“ W. 
to 39*50*00 * N.. 77*22*00“ W. to 39*50*00“ 
N^ 77*47*00“ W. to 39*30*00“ N., 78*30*00“ 
W to 39*30 00“ N.. 78*58*00“ W. to 39*25*- 
00'* N.. 78*58*00“ W. to 39*26 00“ N.. 79*20*- 
00’* W, to 40*02*00“ N.. 79*51*30“ W. thence 
counterclockwise along a 37-mil© arc of the 
Imperial, Pa., VOR to the point of beginning. 

5. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700-foot Martinsburg. Pa., 
transition area described as follows: 

Mart in 88 use. Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center. 40*17*50“ N . 78*19*10“ W. or 
Blair County Airport. Martinsburg. Pa 

6. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700-foot Latrobe, Pa., transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 

Latrobe, Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the eurfac© within a 6-mile radius 
of the center, 40*16*36“ N . 79*23*56“ W. of 
Westmoreland-Latrobe Airport, Latrobe, Pa , 
and within 2 miles each side of the Latrobe 
VOR 014* radial extending from the 5-mlle 
radiua area to 8 miles N of the VOR. 

7. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700-foot Cumberland, Md., 
transition area described as follows: 


Cumbound. Mn. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feel above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center. 39*36*55“ N . 78*45*61“ W. of 
Cumberland Municipal Airport Cumberland. 
Md . and within 8 miles E and 5 miles W 
of the Cumberland RUN 019* bearing, ex¬ 
tending from the 7-mlle radiua area to 11 
miles N of the RBN 

8. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700-foot Indiana, Pa., transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 

Indiana. Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile rad lx is 
of the center. 40*37*57** N . 79*08*18*' W. of 
Indiana County Jimmy Stewart Airport. In¬ 
diana. Pa., and within 2 mllea each side of 
the 091* bearing from the Indiana RBN ex¬ 
tending from the 6-mlle radiua area to 7 
miles E of the RBN 

9. Amend f 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the St. Thomas, Pa., transition 
area. 

IPJl. Doc. 65-8397, Plied. June 17. 1965, 
8:46 ajn.j 


(Airspace Docket No. 64EA73J 

part 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zones, Designa¬ 
tion of Transition Areas, and Revo¬ 
cation of Control Area Extensions 

On pages 2107 and 2108 of the Federal 
Register for February 10. 1965. the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would alter the Bowl¬ 
ing Green, Ky„ and Paducah. Ky., con¬ 
trol rones, designate a 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area over Bowling Green-Warren 
County Airport, Bowling Green. Ky., and 
Barkley Field, Paducah, Ky.; revoke the 
control area extensions of Bowling 
Green, Ky., and Paducah. Ky.. Twelve- 
hundred foot Bowling Oreen and Pa¬ 
ducah. Ky.. transition areas will also be 
designated. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been re¬ 
ceived. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.fc., August 19. 1965. 

(See. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1968 
(72 8tat. 749; 40 U.8 C. 1348 )) 

Issued in Jamaica. N. Y., on May 26, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director , Eastern Region. 

1. Amend 8 71.166 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
revoke the Bowling Green and Paducah. 
Ky.. control area extensions. 

2. Amend f 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Bowling Green. 
Ky., control zone and Inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Within a 4-mlle radiua of the center 
38*57*55“ N. 86*25*10“ W. of Bowling 


Oreen-Warren County Alrpor BoitQm 
O reen. Ky.; and within 2 miles each aid© a# 
tho Bowling Oreen VOR 208* rsdui extend, 
ing from the 4-mils radius *oue to 65 mil#* 
SWof the VOR 

3 Amend 8 71.171 of Part 71 0 f the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by delete 
the description of the Paducah Ky, con. 
trol rone and inserting in lieu thertef 
the following: 

Within a 4-mile radius of the eccUf 
37*03*40“ N.. 88*48*20“ W. of Barkley Field 
Paducah. Ky ; and within 2 ml ire raefa 
of the Paducah VOR 225* and WV rvtidi 
extending from the 4-mlle radiua v> l 
miles 8W of the VOR. 


4. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so m to 
designate a 700- and 1,200 -foot Bowlin 
Green, Ky.. transition area described u 
follows; 

Bowling Grsxn, Kt. 


That airspace extending upward from 7M 
feet above the surface within a 6-mils radiua 
of the center 38*57*65“ N.. 88*25*10 ’ W of 
the Bowling Green-Warren County Alrpcn 
Bowling Oreen, Ky.; within 2 mllea each sdt 
of the Bowling Oreen VOR 206* radial ex¬ 
tending from the 6-mile radium ores to I 
miles 8W of the VOR. 

That airspace extending upw »rd from 1.200 
feet above the surface bounded by a lint bt- 
ginning at the western boundary of V-7 »t 
37*01*00“ N. to 37*03*16“ N . 87*00*00** W 
to 37*04*00“ N., 86*18*25*' W to M*4SW 
N., 86*18*25** W. to the intersection cf 
88*38*00** W and a 30-mlie arc centered •: 
Nashville Metropolitan Airport. NaabrtJJe 
Tenn , thence counterclock* ue along tbs are 
to the western boundary of V-7, to the point 
of beginning. 

5. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so u to 
designate a 700- and 1 ,200-foot Paducah, 
Ky.. transition area described as follow 


Paducah, Kt. 


That airspace extending upward from ™ 
feet above the surface within a 6-mll© radio* 
of the center 37*03*40“ N , 88*46*30 ' W. of 
Barkley Field, Paducah. Ky.; within 3 m urn 
each side of the Paducah VOR 735* 
extending from the 6-mile radius arm to 1 


miles 8W of the VOR. 

That airspace extending upward from 1 
feet above the surface bounded by a llnj ®J* 
ginning at 37*13 25“ N.. 88*46 00 * * w 
37*04*00“ N., 88*32 00’* W. to 34*44'» ^ 
88*52*25“ W. to 36*54*10“ N. 89*0610 w. 
to the point of beginning 


|FJ*. Doc. 65-8398; Filed. June 17, 19» 
8:46 am.) 


[Airspace Docket No. 64 -EA 7B| 

PART 71—designation OF FEDEIM 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPAtt, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone, 

tion of Transition Areas, ano Iccvo 
cation of Control Area Extension 


i page 2108 of the Fedehal 
•ebruary 16. 1965. the FedendArU 
Agency published proposal 
which would alter the ’ 

7sl., control rone <29 FR. * 

nated a 700-foot transtnon arwo 
is-Randolph County Airport, 
r_ tho FI kins. W. V*. 
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A 1,200-foot Elkins, W. Va.. transition 
•it*' would also bo designated. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
»ft*r publication In which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been re- 

^tnvlew of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 ea t., July 22, 1965. 

I$k 907(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
,73 SUt. 740; 49 UB.C. 1348) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on May 11. 
1905 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director. Eastern Region 

1. Amend 5 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation* so as to re¬ 
voke the Elkins, W. Va.. control area 
extension 

2, Amend 1 71.171 of Part 71 o i the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so an to 
delete the description of the Elkins. 
W Va.. control zone and substitute In 

Men thereof the following: 

Elkins. W. Va, 

Within a 5-mile radius of the center 
31*53*25" N., WdraS" W. of Elkins- 

Randolph County Airport. Elkins. W. Vs 4 
and within 2 miles rich side of a line beer- 
t&l 037* from the Elkins Radio Range ex¬ 
tending from the 6 -mile radius cone to 8 
mJl« NE of the range, effective sunrise to 
IQ&ttt 


3. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700- and 1.200-foot Elkins. 
W. Va., transition area described as 

follows: 

Elkins. W. Va. 


Hut airspace extending upward from 70< 
test shove the surface within a 7-mlle radiui 
of the center 38*53'26 M N . 79*51*25“ W. 01 
nklni-JUndoiph County Airport, Elkins 
W Va.; within 2 miles each side of the Elklni 
VOfi 098* radial extending from the 7-mlI< 
2™ area to the VOR; within & miles e*cl 
of the Elkins VOR 070* radial extending 
2® 11 mile* E to 23 milea E of the VOR 
•aocttve sunrise to sunset. 

Tbit sinpAce extending upward from 1 . 20 < 
£ft above the surface bounded by a lim 
At: 39’ lO’OO" N.. 79*55*00“ W 
N • 79 ‘ < t7‘00" W. to 38*68 00" N. 
^ 38*46’00" H„ 79 *43'00 * W U 

2 BO'OO'00" W to 38*49 00" N 
■0 »0° W to 38*59*00“ N.. 80*22*00" W 
to tbs point of beginning. 

f^R Doc 66 6399; Piled. June 17. 1985 
8*48 a.nL| 


| Airspace Docket No. 64 -EA- 79 ) 

PA f. T B u!'~ 0ESIGNATION OF federa 
AIRWAY5. CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

^'<9 noli on of Transition Areas am 
»ion° <0 *' 0n °* ^ on * ro ^ Area Ex ten 

lor^phrf.«« 1 ,« 0f lhe rtetiuu. Rai.sre 
lion Ha, &r> 16 ’ '° 65 ' the Federal Avia 
ttona »h? C K publl8h «* Proposed regula 
which would designate a 700-foc 

° ver Borlln Alrpon 
^bltcPeM K,'o* n<1 Whltcfl eld Alrporl 
«nirol r * voke Ulc Berlin. N.H 

l2O0-fnnt r< n c f tenaJa » »nd designate 
f00t Bcrlln - N.H. transition are. 


Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication of the proposed regula¬ 
tions to submit written data or views. 
No objections to the proposed regulation* 
were received 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulation* arc hereby adopted effective 
0001 es.t. July 22.1965. 

(Sec 307(a). Federal Aviation Act 1958 ( 72 
SUt. 749: 49 U8.C. 1348) ) 

Issued In Jamaica. N.Y.. on April 28. 
1985. 

Wayne Hendershot, 
Acting Director. Eastern Region . 

1 Amend ft 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation* so a* to 
revoke the Berlin. N.H.. control area 
extension. 

2. Amend ft 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulation* so as to 
designate a 700- and 1,200-foot Berlin. 
N.H., transition area described as 
follows: 

R KALIN, NR 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mlle radius 
of the center 44*34*29“ N.. 71*10*35“ W. of 
Berlin Airport. Berlin, NH.; and within 2 
miles each side of the 334* bearing from 
the Berlin RBN extending from the 7-mile 
radius area to 9 miles N of the RBN. 
effective sunrise to sunset. 

That airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface beginning at 44*54 00" 
N„ 71*10 00" W. to 44*31*00** N.. 70*55*00" 
W to 44*29*00" N.. 71*03*00" W. to 44*22*00" 
N. 71*02*00" W. to 44*13*00“ N.. 71*45*00** 
W. to 44*25*00** N„ 71 *52*00" W to 44*36*00" 
N . 71*20*00" W. to 44*47*00“ N., 71*28*00“ 
W to point of beginning. 

3 Amend ft 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a 700-foot Whiteflcld. N.H.. 
transition area described as follows: 

WitmcnxLi*, N.H, 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mlle radius 
of the center 44*21*53** N.. 71*33*07 * W of 
Whiteffeld, N R . Airport; within 2 miles each 
side of the 248* bearing from the Whiteffeld. 
N.H.. RBN extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to 8 miles W of the RBN. effective 
sunrise to sunset. 

(P-R. Doc 65-8400; Filed, June 17. 1985; 

8:46 OJn ) 


| Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-1071 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Revocation of Transition Areas and 
Control Area Extension; Alteration 
of Control Zones and Designation 
of Transition Areas 

On pages 2108 and 2109 of the Federal 
Register for February 16. 1965. the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would revoke the Elk- 
land. Pa.. Montrose. Pa,, Greene. N.Y.. 
and Catkins Glen, N.Y., transition 
areas; revoke the Binghamton. N.Y., and 
Elmira. N.Y., control area extensions; 
alter the Binghamton. Elmira, and 
Ithaca, N.Y.. control zones; designate 
700-foot transition areas over Chemung 
County Airport. Elmira. N.Y., Tompkins 


County Airport, Ithaca. N.Y.. Broome 
County Airport, Binghamton, N.Y., and 
Weilsvllle Municipal Airport. Weilsville, 
N.Y.; establish a 1,200-foot Elmira. N.Y.. 
transition area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been re¬ 
ceived. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 es.t.. July 22, 1965. except as fol¬ 
lows: 

1. In Items 2 and 7 In the text material 
under lines 4 and 5. respectively, delete 
the word “VORTAC** and insert in lieu 
thereof "VOR’\ 

2. Under Item 4 In the text material, 
line 14 delete the phrase “excluding the 
area within a 1 -mile radius of the Ithaca 
Municipal Airport/* 

3. In Item 6 in the text material in line 
9 after the words "ILS NE insert the 
word “localizer*’. 

(Sec 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Stat 749: 49 US C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y.. on May 13. 
1965 

Wayne Hendersiiot. 

Acting Director. Eastern Region. 

1 Amend ft 71.165 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the Binghamton. N.Y.. and Elmira. N.Y.. 
control area extensions. 

2. Amend ft 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Binghamton. N.Y., 
control zone and Inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

Binghamton. N Y 

Within a 5-mlle radius of the center of 
Broome County Airport. Binghamton. N.Y.. 
42*12*35“ N.. 75*58*48“ W.; within 2 miles 
each side of the Binghamton VOR 088* radial 
extending from the 5-mlle radius sons to the 
VOR and within 2 miles each side of the 
airport ILS localizer SE course extending 
from the 5-mlle radius tone to 2 miles SE 
of the OK 

3. Amend ft 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Elmira, N.Y., con¬ 
trol zone and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 


Elmuu, N.Y. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the center of 
Chemung County Airport, Elmira. N.Y., 42*- 
09*37“ N , 78*53*85" W.; within 2 miles each 
side of the Elmira VOR 057* radial extending 
from the 5-mlle radius zone to the VOR; 
within 2 mUes each side of the airport ILS 
localizer NK course extending from the 5-mlle 
radius zone to 2 miles NE of the 014; within 
2 mUes each side of the centerline of Runway 
1 extended northerly from the 5-mlle radius 
zone for 3 miles; within 2 miles each side of 
the centerline of Runway to extended east¬ 
erly from the 5-mlle radius zone for I mUe; 
within 2 miles each side of the centerline of 
Runway 19 extended southerly from the 5- 
mlle radius zone for 2 miles and within 2 
miles each side of the centerline of Runway 
28 extended westerly from the 5-mlle radius 
zone for 4 miles. 

4. Amend ft 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the description of the Ithaca, N.Y.. con¬ 
trol zone and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 
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Ithaca, N.Y. 

Within a 4-mil* radluo of the center IS'* 
20'25" N.. 76*27*30" W, of Ttxmpklna County 
Airport, Ithaca, N Y,, within 2 mile* each aid* 
of the Ithaca VOR 305* radial extending 
from the 4-mlle radius rone to 9 mile* NW 
of the VOR; within 2 mile* each side of the 
Ithaca VOR 144* radial extending from the 
4-mlle radius non* to 7.6 miles SE of the 
VOR; within 2 mile* each side of the Ithaca 
VOR 117* radial extending from the 4-mlle 
radius rone to 7-5 miles 8K of the VOR and 
within 2 mile* each side of the Ithaca VOR 
956* radial extending NE from the 4-mlle 
radius tone to 7.5 mile* NTS of the VOR. This 
control rone is effective Monday through 
Friday. 0909-2300; Saturday 0900-2100; Sun¬ 
day. 0000-2300 local time. 

6. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating an Ithaca. N.Y., 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area as follows: 

Ithaca, N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the eurface within a 12-mile 
radius of the center 42*29'28** N.. 7fl*27 , 30'* 
W. of Tompkins County Airport. Ithaca. N.Y., 
and within 5 mile* fiW and 8 mile* NE of the 
Ithaca VOR 306* radial extending from the 
VOR to a point 12 mile* NW. excluding that 
portion which overlie* the Elmira. N.Y., 
transition area. 

6. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating an Elmira, N.Y., 700- and 1.200- 
foot transition area as follows: 

Elm ha. N Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 12-mile 
radius of the center of Chemung County Air¬ 
port. Elmira. N.Y.. 42*09*37" N., 78*63 35" W. 
within 2 mile* each side of the Elmira VOR 
237* radial extending 8W from the 12-mlle 
radius Area for 8 mile* SW of the VOR: 
within 6 mile* SE and 8 mile* NW of the air¬ 
port 1X8 NE localizer course extending from 
the 12-mlle radius area to 12 mile* NE of the 
Alpine RBN, 

That airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface beginning at 42*41*- 
30" N.. 76*23 00" W. to 42*40 00" N.. 76*30*- 
00" W. to 42*10*00" N.. to 75*25 00" W. to 
41*28*30" N., 75 r 29'00‘* W., to 41*39*30" N.. 
77*02*20" W. to 41*45 05" N . 77*01*05" W. to 
41*48*40" N.. 77*33*40" W. to 41*52*30" N_. 
77*33*15" W. to 41*55 00" N.. 77*68*00" W. 
to 42*32 00" N , 77*58*00" W. to 42*82*00" 
N. 77*36*00" W. to 42*40*00" N, 77*22*30" 
W. to point of beginning. 

7. Amend $ 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Binghamton. N.Y.. 700-foot 
transition area as follows: 

BtKGHAMTOM. N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above tho surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the center of Broome County Airport. 42*- 
12*36" N., 75*58*46" W ; within 2 miles each 
side of the Binghamton VOR 066*-246* 
radial extending SW from the 7-miie radius 
area for 8 miles from the VOR; within 2 miles 
each side of the airport IL8 localizer BE 
course extending from the 7-mile radius area 
to the Binghamton RBN. 

8. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig¬ 
nating a Wellsville. N.Y., 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area as follows: 

WnxsviLLs. N.Y. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 9-mile radius 
of the center of WellsvUle Municipal Air¬ 


port. Wellsville. N.Y„ 42*08*15" N.. 77*68*30" 
W. and within 2 miles each side of the Wells- 
vllle VOR 205* radial extending from the 9- 
mlle radius area for 8 miles from the VOR. 

9. Amend 9 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by deleting 
the Eikland, Pa., Greene, N.Y„ Mont¬ 
rose, Pa., and Watkins Olen. N.Y., transi¬ 
tion areas. 

|FJt. Doc. 86-8401; Filed. June 17. 1985; 

8:46 a.m.) 


(Airspace Docket No. 85-SW-l) 

part 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

On April 2, 1965, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register <30 Fit. 4321) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
alter the controlled airspace In the 
Amarillo, Tex. f terminal area. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate In the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were fa¬ 
vorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 ea.t., August 19, 
1965. as hereinafter set forth. 

1. In 9 71.171 (29 F.R. 17582), the 
Amarillo. Tex., control zone is amended 
to read : 

Amarillo, Tkx 

That airspace within a 5-mile radius of the 
Amarillo AFB/Munlclpal Airport (latitude 
36*13*10" N.. longitude 101*42 40" W.); 
within 2 miles each aide of the Amarillo 
VORTAC 221* radial, extending from the 6- 
mlle radius zone to the VORTAC; and within 
2 miles each side of the extended centerline 
of the Amarillo AFB/Munlclpal Airport Bun¬ 
way 21, extending from the 5-mlle radius 
zone to 46 miles SW of the lift-off end of the 
runway. 

2. In 9 71.181 (29 FJl. 17645) the 
Amarillo, Tex., transition area is amend¬ 
ed to read as follows: 

Amarillo, Tu. 

That alrxpnce extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 20-mlle 
radius of the Amarillo AFB/Munlclpal Air¬ 
port (latitude 36*13*10'* N.. longitude 101*- 
42*40" W.); and that airspace extending up¬ 
ward from 1200 feet above the surface 
bounded by a line beginning at latitude 36*- 
01*00" N.. longitude 101*24*00** W ; to lati¬ 
tude 35*68*00" N-, longitude 101*13*00" W.; 
to latitude 36*42 00" N.. longitude 100*29*- 
00" W.; to latitude 35*28*00" N, longitude 
100*29 00* W: to latitude 35*23*00" N.. 
longitude 100*60*00** W; to latitude 35*13*- 
00" N.. longitude 100*60*00" W.; to lAUtude 
35*13*00" N, longitude 101*10 00" W.; to 
latitude 34*59*00" N.. longitude 101*10*00" 
W.; to latitude 34*50*00" N.. longitude 101*- 
27*00" W.: to latitude 34*40*00" N„ longi¬ 
tude 101*36*00" W.; to latitude 34*40*00" N.. 
longitude 102*18*00" W.; to latitude 35*09'- 
00" N.. longitude 102*25*00" W.; to latitude 
35*32*00'* N„ longitude 102*09*00" W.; to 
latitude 35*44*00" N., longitude 102*23 00" 
W.; to latitude 35*64*00* N.. longitude 102*- 
10*00" W.; to latitude 36*40*00" N, longitude 
101*54*00" W 4 to latitude 36*43*00" N„ 
longitude 101*44*00" W 4 to latitude 35*- 


69*00" N.. longitude 101*30*00" W.; topUnt 
of beginning; and that strapac* 
upward from 8,000 feet mil. within S mu* 
each side of the Amarillo VORTAC 2sr 
radial, extending from the 1,200-foot un 
boundary to 52 miles NW of the VORTAC 
excluding the portion of the tran»tuoa ttn 
with a floor of 8.000 feet ma.l. that. :irs 
federal airways. “ 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of ltti 
(49 UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued In Fort Worth, Tex, on Jim# 
10.1965. 


A. L. Coclto. 

Acting Director, Southwest Region . 

(Fit. Doc. 66-6402; Filed, June 17, 1«5: 
8:46 am.) 


(Airspace Docket No. 65-SW-8) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERM 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration of Control Zone 

On April 2. 1965, a notice of proposed 
rule making was publishrd in the Fd- 
eral Register (30 Fit. 4321 > stating that 
the Federal Aviation Agency proposed to 
alter the Oklahoma City, Okla. (Tinta 
AFB), control zone. 

Interested persons were afforded in 
opportunity to participate in ihe rail 
making through submission of comments 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Put 
71 of the Federal Aviation RcKuiatiom b 
amended, effective 0001 e.s t.. August 19. 
1965, as hereinafter set forth. 

In 9 71.171 <29 F.R. 17622), the Okla¬ 
homa City, Okla. (Tinker AFB*. control 
zone Is amended to read as follows: 

Oklahoma Cmr, Okla. (Tjnxix APB) 

That airspace within a 5-mlle radial tf 
Tinker APB (latitude 36*24*50" N ‘.oogiw* 
97*23*35" W.); within 2 miles each rids d 
the Tinker AFB VOR 360* radial, exteodilj 
from the 6-mlle radius zone to 13 mUei a 
of the VOR; within 2 miles each side of tM 
Tinker AFB TACAN 002* radial, citendttf 
from the 6-mlle radius sone to 6 
of the TACAN; and within 2 miles each 
of the Tinker AFB TACAN 183* radial. «• 
tending from the 5-mlle radius acne to SJ 
miles S of the TACAN. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 19* 
(49U.S.C 1348)) 

Issued In Forth Worth, Tex., on June 
10.1965. 

A. L. Coutifk* 

Acting Director, Southwest Region, 

|FR. Doc. 66-8403; Filed. June 17. *** 
8:46 am.l 


(Airspace Docket No 64 WE-4J 

IT 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDEIAL 
ip w ayc roNTROLLED AIRSPAtt. 


Alteration of Control Zone, ^ evot ‘ l , 
lion of Control Area Extension* one 
Transition Area, Designohon 


Transition Area 

On April 14. 1965, • notice of 
ule making was published ^ 

mai. Register (30 F-R. <. 766 "^L«d 

Atfla Hnfl AffCDCy prvr^ 
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the alteration of controlled airspace in 
the Portland, Oreg., terminal area. 

Interested person* were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
miking through submission of comment*. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
7i of the Federal Aviation Regulation* 
a amended, effective 0001 ejs. t.. August 
19 1965. as hereinafter set forth. 

In J 71.171 <20 Fit. 17626), the Port¬ 
land. Dreg., control zone U amended to 

read: _ 

Portukd, Oasc. 

Within a 6 -mile radius of Portland Inter- 
Airport (latitude 45*35*20" N„ 
longitude 122*35*35" W.); within 2 miles 
Mth aide of the Portland VORTAC 180* 
rxdul. extending from the 6-mile radius zone 
to 5 miles 8 of the VORTAC; within 2 miles 
$W sod 2.5 miles NE of the Portland Runway 
toll XL8 locaJbrer NW course, extending from 
the 8-mil « radius roue to 1 mile NW of the 
Oil. sod within 2 miles NE and 2* miles SW 
otf the Portland Runway 28R ILS localizer 
Sf course, extending from the 6-mile radius 
soac to 1 mile NW of the OM, excluding the 
portion within the Troutdaie, Oreg.. control 
xont. 


In i 71.165 (29 P.R. 17557). the follow¬ 
ing control area extensions are revoked: 

A. Portland. Oreg. 

B. Newbcrg. Oreg. 

In 171.181 (29 PR. 17677). the Long¬ 
view, Wash., transition area is revoked. 

In 171.181 (29 F.R. 17643). the fol¬ 
lowing transition area is added: 


PORTLAND. OSEC. 

Thu airspace extending upward from 700 
tat above the surface within a 23-mlle radius 
of the Portland International Airport (lati¬ 
tude 45*35 20" N„ longitude 122*35 33" W), 
ud within 2 miles each aide of the New berg, 
Ottf , VORTAC 007* radial, extending from 
the 23-mlle radius ares to the VORTAC; that 
•Mp*ce extending upward from 1J200 feel 
•Jove the surface within a 30-mlle rad tun 
ot v* Portland International Airport and the 
NW of Portland extending from the 
XMnlle radius area bounded on the S by 

HmSIS 5 * 8 ® 00 ” N • on the w toy longitude 
17 00" W. and on the N by V-112; that 
“**P*os extending upward from 4.500 feet 
SiJ ; m Portland bounded on the 8 by 
^*iW.on the W by longitude 123*17*00" W 
^ Jhe N by latitude 46*11*00" N. and 
the E by V-99, that airspace N ol 
•^tUad extending from the 30-mlle radius 
E25SSJ1 on «*• W by V-09, on the N by 
mude 46 25 00" N.. and on the E by V-287: 
r extending upward from 6.80C 
STL®* 1 w of Portland extending from the 
•2"* “*** hounded on the BE by 

V-112 tK-V 3 *, W ^~ 2 7, and on the N by 
been ^ ain,piK * N ° r Portland extending 
W ****** *r*a bounded on the 

osutirni ??; on the N tho arc of a 40- 
aoedIScircle centered on Me 
092? v?’ Tacom ^ Wash, (latitude 47*- 
th«e 1M*2BW W.). and on 

122*16’00" W ; Unit air- 
ng, *2? «5* V P ^ rd from «- 500 ma.l 
iidni ^ PortUnd within a 60-mlle 

th» Portl^# , ^JJ? Uua ATt * clockwise from 
bouXt^ vSH TAC ° 36 ' ***** to the E 
excluding the airspace 
ta the and tbe airspace with- 

c«attrsd2>S.^? a<1 60 ’ mU ® radius circles 
U* k by Alr Port bounded on 

VORTAC 118° radial 
»2* rsduj 8 by Ule N «vrberg. Oreg.. VORTAC 

AYlatlon Act of 1958 
^ (73 8tat. 749; 49 UB.C. 1948)) 


Issued In Los Angeles. Calif., on 
June 10, 1965. 


Lee E. WaRRTN. 

Acting Director, Western Region. 


(Pit Doc. 65-6404; Filed. June 17. 1966; 
8:46 am.J 


(Airspace Docket No. 66-EA-2) 

part 71—designation of fed¬ 
eral AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

Alteration and Designation of 
Transition Areas 

On page 3453 of the Federal Register 
for March 16, 1965. the Federal Aviation 
Agency published proposed regulation* 
which would alter the 1200-foot Ogdcns- 
burg. N.Y., transition areA and add a 
700-foot transition area over Ogdensburg 
Municipal Airport. Ogdensburg. N.Y. 

Interested parties were given 46 days 
after publication In which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 ext.. August 19.1965. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1968 (72 
Stat, 749; 49 UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y.. on May 26. 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region, 

Amend $ 71.181 of Part 71 so as to de¬ 
lete the description of the Ogdensburg. 
N.Y., Transition Area and insert in lieu 
thereof: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of the center. 44*40'52" N., 75"28’05" W. of 
Ogdensburg Municipal Airport. Ogdensburg. 
N.Y., excluding tbe portion over Canada; 
within 2 miles each side of a 077* bearing 
from the Ogdensburg radio beacon extending 
from the 5-mlle radius to 8 miles east of the 
radio beacon. 

That airspace extending upward from 1.200 
feet above the surface beginning at 44*16*00" 
N.. 76*30 00 W. to 44*16 00" N.. 76*10*00" 
W . thence NE along the UR./Canadian 
border to 44*5600** N.. 75*06*00" W. to 
44*4200" N.. 75*0500" W to point of 
beginning. 

(Fit. Doc 65 6405: Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8:46 am.] 


| Airspace Docket No. 65 EA-6) 

part 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIR¬ 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On pages 2952 and 2953 of the Federal 
Register for March 6, 1965. the Federal 
Aviation Agency* published proposed reg¬ 
ulations which would establish a 700-foot 
transition area over North Central State 
Airport, Sniithfield. RX 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication In which to submit writ¬ 
ten data or views. No objections to the 
proposed regulations have been received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 ext., July 22. 1965. 


(See 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 SUt. 749; 49 UB.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 11, 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director . Eastern Region 

Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig¬ 
nate a 700-foot Smlthfleld, RX, transi¬ 
tion area described as follows: 

SMITKrUXD. RX 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radlui 
of the center. 41*65*21" N . 71*29*30" W. of 
North Central State Airport. Smlthfleld. RX. 
and within 2 miles east and 5 ml lea west of 
the Providence. RX, VOR 347* radial ex¬ 
tending from the 5-mile radius to the VOR. 
excluding the portion that overlaps the Prov¬ 
idence 700-foot transition area. 

|FB. Doc. 65-6406; Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8:46 im,| 


| Airspace Docket No. 65-EA-8] 

part 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Areas 

On page 2953 of the Federal Register 
for March 0. 1965, the Federal Aviation 
Agency published proposed regulations 
w hich would designate a 700-foot transi¬ 
tion area over Rhea Airport. Clarion. Pa., 
and a 1200-foot Clarion. Pa., transition 
area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication In which to submit writ¬ 
ten data or views. No objections to the 
proposed regulations have been received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t, July 22, 1905, except as 
follows: 

1. In the text material for the transi¬ 
tion area, lines 12 and 13 delete the 
points "40°55'00" N.. 78*28*00" W." and 
insert in lieu thereof “40"57*00*' N.. 
78 37*00" W” 

(Bee. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1968 
<72 Stat. 749; 49 UB.C. 1346)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on May 18. 
1965 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director . Eastern Region . 

Amend S 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig¬ 
nate a 700- and 1,200-foot Clarion, Pa.. 
Transition Area described as follows: 

Clarion. Pa. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surfaco within a 5-mlle radius 
of the center. 41*14 22" N.. 79*25*54" W. of 
Rhea Airport. Clarion. Pa., and within 2 mtles 
each side of the Clarion VOR 016* radlni 
extending from the 5-mile radius area to the 
VOR. This transition area Is effective from 
sunrise to sunset, dally. 

That airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the surface bounded by a line 
beginning at 41*17*00" N . 7»M5*00" W. to 
41*03*00" N. 79*15*00" W. to 40*57 00" 
N . 78*37*00" W to 40*55*00" N . 78*38*00" 
W to a point on the Imperial VOR 37-mile 
arc at 40'33*00" N. thence counterclockwise 
along this arc to 80*08*00" W. to the Clarion 
VOR to the point of beginning. 

|F.R Doc 65-6407: Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8 46 am.) 
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| Airspace Docket No. 6S-EA-14] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Aroa 

On pages 3453 and 3454 of the Federal 
Register for March 16. 1965. the Federal 
Aviation Agency published proposed reg¬ 
ulations which would designate a 700- 
foot transition area over Chester Air¬ 
port, Chester. Conn. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t., August 19. 1965. 

(8*c 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1956 
(73 8tat. 749; 49 U-8.C. 1346)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N Y., on May 26. 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

Amend $ 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to desig¬ 
nate a 700-foot Chester. Conn., Transi¬ 
tion Area described as follows: 

Cmotix. Conn. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mUc radius 
of the center. 41*23*01" N.. 72-30*20'* W. of 
Chester Airport, Cheater. Conn., and within 2 
miles each side of the Madison VOR 062* 
radial extending from the 5-mile radius to 
the VOR. 

(F.R. Doc. 65-6406: Filed. June 17. 1965: 

6:46 am] 


(Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-Q2) 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Areas 

On page 1126 of the Federal Register 
for February 3. 1965, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency published proposed regula¬ 
tions which would designate a 700-foot 
transition area over New River Valley 
Airport, Dublin. Va., and a 1,200-foot 
transition area for the Dublin, Va.. ter¬ 
minal area. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
in which to submit written data or views. 
No objection to the proposed regulations 
were received. 

In view of the foregoing the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t.. July 22.1965. 

<8ec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1956 (72 
SUt. 749; 49 U 8.C. 1348)) 

Issued in Jamaica. N.Y., on April 28. 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations by designating 
a Dublin. Va., 700- and 1.200-foot tran¬ 
sition area described as follows: 

Dublin. Va. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radlua 
of the center 37*08*30" N,. 80*41*00" W„ of 
New River Valley Airport. DubUn. Va4 within 


2 mUee each aide of the Pulaakl VOR 206* 
radial extending from the 6-mile radlua area 
to 8 miles SW of the VOR: within 2 miles 
each aide of a line bearing 245* from latitude 
37-06*00" N„ longitude 80*44*30" W., ex¬ 
tending from fl-mlle radlua area to 8 miles 
SW of 37*06*00" N„ 80*44*30" W. 

That airspace extending upward from 1,200 
feet above the aurface bounded by a Une be¬ 
ginning at 37*10 00'* N.. 80*57*00" W.. to 
37*10*00" N , 80-61-30" W.. to 37*20*00" N.. 
80*49*00" W., thence clockwise along a 16- 
mlie arc centered on the Pulaakl VOR (37*- 
05*16" N., 80*42*43" W ) to 37*00*00" N.. 
80*25*20" W. to 36*46*40" N . 80*07*40" W.. 
to 36*36*20" N. 80*06*30" W., to 36*30*00" 
N., 80*57’00" W.. to the point of beginning. 

(F.R. Doc. 65-6400. Filed, June 17. 1965; 

8:46 am.| 


(Airspace Docket No. 64-EA-66] 

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

airways, controlled airspace, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Transition Area Description; 
Correction 

On page 6579 of the Federal Register 
for May 13. 1965, the Federal Aviation 
Agency published a regulation to desig¬ 
nate a 1200-foot Danville. Va., transition 
area. It has been determined that the 
description of said transition area 
omitted the use of a direction to proceed 
along the 35 mile radius arc. To elimi¬ 
nate any ambiguity the description will 
be amended to provide a counterclock¬ 
wise direction. 

Because the correction is of a clarify¬ 
ing nature the public interest does not 
require the 30 day notice. 

The subject regulation Is hereby 
amended as follows: 

1. Under Item 2, second paragraph of 
the text material. Insert the word 
"counterclockwise'* after the word 
"thence” and before the word "along." 

(S«c. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 SUt. 749: 49 UJ3.C. 1348) ) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 20. 
1965. 

Wayne Hendershot, 
Acting Director. Eastern Region. 

(Fit. Doc. 65-6410; Filed, June 17, 1965; 
8:47 am. | 


(Airspace Docket No. 64-KA-47| 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

Designation of Transition Areas 

On pages 2110 and 2111 of the Federal 
Register for February 16. 1965, the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency published proposed 
regulations which would designate a 
700-foot transition area over and for the 
terminal area of Westchester County 
Airport, White Plains, N Y. A 1200-foot 
White Plains. N.Y., transition area would 
also be designated. 

Interested parties were given 45 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
001 e.s.t., July 22, 1965. 


(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act ol 
(72 SUt. 749; 49 OS.C. 1348 ) ) 


Issued In Jamaica. N.Y., on May n 
1965. * 

Wayne Hikdirshot, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

Amend i 71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations so *5 to desig. 
nate a 700- and 1,200-foot White Plaira 
N.Y., transition area described u 
follows: 

Whit* Plains. N Y. 


That alrvpace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface bounded by « Un# 
beginning at: 41*16*00" N., 74*OJ'00" W to 
41*16*00" N.. 74*00*00" W. to 41*19'0<r N 
74*00*00" W. to 41*19*00" N . 73*57 00" W.to 
41*27*00" N . 73*54*00" W. to 4rJ70O" If 
73*47*00" W.to 41 *19*00" N , 73 *42'00" W to 
41*25*00" N.. 73*30*00" W. to 41*20*00" N, 
73*23*00" W. to 41*10*00 * N , 73*33 00* W.to 
41*00*00" N.. 73*33*00" W. to 40*50 W N, 
73*42*00" W. to41*01*00" N., 74*OOW W.to 
41*07*30" N., 73*57*00" W. to 41*10 30" If.. 
74*09*00" W. to the point of beginning. 

That at rv pace extending upward Irma 1200 
feet above the aurface bounded by t line be¬ 
ginning at: 41*31*00" N., 73*54 00" W to 
41*3100" N.. 73*30*00" W. to 41*25*00 * 
73*30*00" W. to 41*19 00" N, 73*42*00" W.to 
41*27*00" N.. 73*47*00** W. to 41*37 00*5. 
73*54*00" W. to the point of beginning. 

[FJL Doc, 65-6411; Filed. June 17, 1M5. 

8:47 am | 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 

PART 9-14—INSPECTION AND 
ACCEPTANCE 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Section 9-14.000, Scope of part , is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 


8 9—14.000 Scope of part. 

This part implements and supplement* 
FPR 1-14 by prescribing the policies tixi 
requirements for inspection and accept¬ 
ance under contracts for supplies and 
services, including construction con¬ 
tracts. 

The following section is added: 


§ 9-14.000-50 Policy, coat-type coair** 

tor procurement. 

All of FPR 1-14 and this AECTR^ 
constitute specific provisions which w 
contracting officer shall bring to the *>- 
tention of Class A and Class B cost-type 
contractors as oonstitutiriK areas 
require appropriate treatment In 
vclopment of statements of C0 [ iu f" rr - 
procurement practices in order to carry 
out the basic A EC procurement policy so 
forth in AECPR I 9-1.5203. 
gg 9-14.101,9-14.201 [Deleted) 

Section 9-14-101. General, and 1^ 
14.201. General, are deleted. 

The following new section Is «* 

§ 9-14.108 Corcmmrnl ln»prt‘ ,0 ° of 
•upplicN under »ttbrcidlrfl< , ti'* 

The limitations in fP* con- 

apply to procurements by cost RT* 
tractors for the account of At 








Friday, June IS, 1965 

§ 9-14.5001 [Amended] 

In I 9-14.5001 Inspection and accept¬ 
ance TOjuiremenU. subparagraph (4) 
under paragraph <a> Is deleted and par¬ 
agraph (a) (3) and (b) are revised to 
read as follows: 

§9-14.5001 Inspection and acceptance 

requirement#. 

(a) • • • 

<3) Instructions issued by Headquar¬ 
ters divisions, offices or Managers of 

Field Offices, 

<b» The instructions referred to in 
subparagraph (3) of paragraph <a) of 
this section shall not be inconsistent 
with the contract or this part. 


§9-11.5003 (Amended] 

In 5 9-14.5003 Construction contracts. 
paragraph <b> is deleted and reserved. 

(Sec. 101. Atomic Energy Act of 1954. a# 
amended, 68 SUt. 948. 43 VAC. 2301; sec. 
305 of the Federal Properly and Administra¬ 
tive Service# Act of 1940. a# amended. 63 SUt. 

3W.40UJ5.C. 486) 

Effective date. These regulations arc 
effective upon publication in the Federal 

Register. 

For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated at Germantown. Md., this 11th 
day of June 1965. 

R, J. Hart, 

Acting Director , 
Division of Contracts. 

|f.R Doc. 65-6431; FUed. June 17. 1965; 
8:48 am 1 


PART 9-16— PROCUREMENT FORMS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

Delete If 9-16.051 Applicability, and 
9-16.5001 Applicability, and add the fol¬ 
lowing: 

19-16.051-1 Applicability. 

This part and FPR 1-16 are applicable 
to direct procurements of supplies, non- 
personai sendees, and construction. 

19-16.031-2 Policy, co*t-typc contrac¬ 
tor procurement. 

All of FPR 1-16 and this AECPR 9-16 
constitute specific provisions which the 
contracting officer shall bring to the at¬ 
tention of Class A and Class B cost-type 
contractors as constituting areas which 
require appropriate treatment in the 
development of statements of contractor 
Procurement practices in order to carry 
out the basic AEC procurement policy set 
forth tn AECPR § 9-1.5203. It is recog- 
jdred that the contract forms and out- 
toes may need appropriate adaptation 
*hcn used by cost-type contractors. 

59-16.3001 Applicability. 

The AEC contract outlines set forth 
are applicable to all AEC direct 
Procurement which is within the scope of 
r *,. Varlous categories covered by the 
ouuine.s with respect to AEC policy on 
to-ia 5 ^ con Lractor procurement, sec 
18 051-2. The exchange of informa- 
•° n between AEC Field Offices concern- 
No. in- 4 
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ing adaptation of these contract outlines 
for subcontract purposes is authorized 
and encouraged. 

(Sec. 161. of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
as amended. 08 Stat. 948, 43 U S,C. 2201; too. 
205, of the Federal Property and Admlniatro- 
tlve Service# Act of 1949. a# amended. 63 Stat. 
390. 40 US.C. 486) 

Effective date . These amendments are 
effective upon publication In the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 11th 
day of June 1965. 

Joseph L. Smith. 
Director. Division of Contracts . 

|PR. Doc. 66-6432; Piled. June 17, 1966; 
8:48 am.J 


PART 9-17—EXTRAORDINARY CON¬ 
TRACTUAL ACTIONS TO FACILITATE 
THE NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Policy, Cosi-Type Contractor 
Procurement 

The following section Is added: 

% 9-17.000-50 Policy, root-type contrac¬ 
tor procurement. 

There are no provisions in FPR 1-17 or 
in tills part which the contracting officer 
shall bring to the attention of cost-typo 
contractors as constituting areas which 
require appropriate treatment in the de¬ 
velopment of statements of contractor 
procurement practices. 

(Sec. 161, Atomic Energy Act of 1964. a# 
amended, 68 Stat 948, 42 VAC, 2201; ecc. 
205, Federal Property and Administrative 
Service# Act of 1949, as amended. 63 8tat. 
390. 40 U. 8 C. 480) 

Effective date . This amendment is ef¬ 
fective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

For the XJJS. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 10th 
day of June 1965. 

Joseph L. Smith. 
Director, Division of Contracts. 

| F.R. Doc. 66-6433; Piled, June 17, 1965; 
8:48 am.) 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 

SU6CHAPTER K—FEDERAL SEE0 ACT 

part 201—FEDERAL SEED ACT 
REGULATIONS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

On February 11, 1965, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (28 Fit. 
1945) a notice of rule making and hear¬ 
ing with respect to proposed amend¬ 
ments to the regulations (7 CFR Part 
201, as amended) under the Federal Seed 
Act, as amended (7 U.8.C. 1551 et seq.h 
After consideration of all relevant 


matters presented at the hearing and In 
writing, pursuant to said notice, and 
under authority of section 402 of the 
Federal Seed Act. the proposed amend¬ 
ments to the regulations are hereby 
adopted as so published except as indi¬ 
cated below: 

1. The proposed amendment of 99 201.2, 
201.46. 201.58. and 201.221a. referred to 
in proposal 1 of the notice, Is not adopted. 

2. The amendment of § 201.31, referred 
to in proposal 2 of the notice, is changed 
to substitute the name "Tenderette" for 
"Tendercrop" preceding "Tender-crop, 
white seeded." 

3. The amendment of 9 201.31a, re¬ 
ferred to in proposal 3 of the notice, is 
changed to delete the chemical names 
following generic or coined names given 
for the same substance. 

4. The amendment of 9 201.34(e). re¬ 
ferred to in proposal 4 of the notice, to 
add a new subparagraph (8) is changed 
by amending the heading to read "Sor- 
ghum-sudangrass hybrids", to change 
the spelling of "Hydan 37" and "Hydan 
38" to "Hldan 37" and "Hidan 38", and to 
Insert in alphabetical order the variety 
name "Su-Omze." 

5. The amendment of table 1. In 
9 201.46. referred to in proposal 5 of the 
notice, is changed by deleting the aster¬ 
isks In said table. 

6. The proposed amendment of para¬ 
graph (a) in 9 201.47, referred to In pro¬ 
posal 7 of the notice, is not adopted. 

7. The amendment of paragraph (a) 
and (a)(2) of 9 201.56-2. referred to in 
proposal 12 of the notice. 1s changed by 
deleting the words "and/or decayed" 
from the last sentence of paragraph <a> 
and "or decay" from subdivision <iv) of 
paragraph <a) (2). 

8. The amendment of table 2. para¬ 
graph (c) In 9 201.58. referred to in pro¬ 
posal 15, with respect to the requirement 
for testing sorghum almum in column 7 
is changed to read "add 'Upon the 10th 
day of test, clip or pierce the distal end 
of ungerminated seeds.' " 

It docs not appear that further notice 
of rule making or other public procedure 
with respect to this matter would make 
additional information available to this 
Department, and therefore under section 
4 of the Administrative Procedure Act 
(5 U.8.C. 1003) it is found upon good 
cause that further notice of rule making 
and other public procedure on the 
amendments are unnecessary and im¬ 
practicable. 

The amendments of the regulations as 
hereby adopted shall become effective 30 
days after publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Done at Washington. D.C., this 15th 
day of June 1965. 

Clarence H. Girard. 

Deputy Administrator. 

Regulatory Programs . 

§ 201.31 (Amended 1 

1. Section 201 31 is amended by in¬ 
serting In alphabetical order in the two 
lists of garden bean varieties the follow¬ 
ing: 

Bush Blue Lake. 

Executive. 

A bun da. 
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Sprite. 

VIP. 

Tenderette. 

Tendcrcrop. white seeded. 

§ 201.31 a ( Amended) 

2. 8ection 201.31a(c> (2) is amended 
by deleting the list of chemical names 
and inserting the following: 

Aldrin, technical 
Dame ton 
Dlcldrln 

p-Dlmethylnmlnobenzenedinzo sodium sul¬ 
fonate 
Endrln 
Ethlon 
Hrplachlor 
Mercurials, all type* 

Par Athlon 
Ph orate 
To xaphene 

O-O-Dlcthyl-O-i isopropyl-4-me thyl-6-pyrl- 
mldyl) thlophosphate 

0.0-Diethyl-S-2'(ethylthlo) ethyl pboepbo- 
rodlthloate 

§ 201.34 (Amended 1 


S-212 

8-214. 

Sandflghter. 
SD 252 P. 

80 441 
8D 451. 
Shorty 33. 
8horty 40. 
8horty 50. 
Taaco 
T-E 55. 


T-E 66. 

T-E 77. 

T-E Ooldmaker. 
T-E Oralnmaster. 
T-E Yield maker* 
Titan. 

Titan R. 

Triple T. 

Ute 

WAC 700. 


c. Add a new subparagraph “(8) Sor* 
ghum-sudangrass hybrids'' together with 
a list of varieties as follows: 


Oa-Su 
Ornzer 
Orazer 21. 
Grazer 22 
Grazer A. 
Oreenlan. 
Green U 
Honey Sweet. 
Hi dan 37. 
Hldan 38 
Hy-Klng-8u. 
Hy-8u 


Kow Knncty 
Lindsey 77P. 

NB 2808 
S-100 
S udlne 
Su-Graze 
Sweet Sioux 
SX-ll. 

SX 12 

T-E Oraxem aster 
T-E Hnygrozer 


4. Section 201.42 Is amended to read 
as follows: 

§201.42 Small container*. 

In sampling seed in small containers 
that it Is not practical to sample as re¬ 
quired In f 201.41. a portion of one un¬ 
opened container or one or more entire 
unopened containers may be taken to 
supply a minimum size sample, as re¬ 
quired in | 201.43. 

§ 201.46 i Amended 1 

5. Section 201.46 is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

a. Delete from the second sentence of 
paragraph <c> the words “whole gram" 
and insert the words “half gram**, 

b Delete Table 1—Weight of the work¬ 
ing sample, and Insert the following 
Table 1. 


3. Section 201.34(e) is amended as 
follows: 

a. In subparagraph <1> Bean (Vege¬ 
table snapbeans) insert in the list of 
variety names in alphabetical order the 
following: 

Abunda. 

Bountiful Conner. 

Bush Blue Lake 
Gallatin No 50. 

Hlgradc. 

Improved Hlgrade. 

New Top Notch Golden Wax. 

Slenderwhlte. 

SUmgrecn. 

Tcndergreen No. 32304. 

b. In subparagraph (6) under the sub¬ 
heading Sorghum , hybrid Insert in the 
list of variety names in appropriate order 
the following: 

388 
400B 
40OC 
400K 
400P 
401 
410B. 

410C 
410E 
411 
413. 

Apache 
Becfbuilder T 
C-44B. 

C-45 

Cheyenne 
Coastal S. 

Coastal T. 

Colorado 585. 

Colorado 604 
Colorado 606 
Comanche. 

Co-op T-700. 

Crop Guard. 

D-55. 

Dairy D. 

Double T. 

Duet 
F-60 
P-65 
P-70 
PS—300R. 

On . 600 
On. 615. 

Gaucho. 

Ho-K. 

Horizon 79. 

Kiowa. 

KS 602. 

KS 603. 


KS 652. 

KS 701. 
Lindsey 744. 
Lindsey 755. 
NB 304P 
NB 305F 
NB 504 
NB 505. 

OK 612. 

OK 613. 

OK 632 
P.A.O. 405. 
P.A.G.425. 
P.A.O. 430. 
P.A.O. 435. 

P A G. 465. 
PA.O.616. 
PA G. 60S. 
PJl*. 625. 
R-106 
R-108. 

R *211. 

R-212. 

R-214 
Raider B. 
Ranger A. 
Ranger B. 
Redhead 
Red Raider A. 
Rico 
Rocket. 
Rocket A. 

RS 616. 

RS 619. 

RS 621. 

RS 622. 

RS 623. 

RS 624. 

RS 640. 

RS 681. 


Tam.k 1 —Weight or Woutiwc Sam rue 


Name of awl 


AnairvLtraAi. *rau 

A if Alla Hint* _ __.... 

AlAUriu Kroiittm ficuimrbt i 

AlTcrchmc-Alptnptii . _ 

Hahlasraaft Pispatun ncittinm 

Vw. PensaooU___ ____ 

All other van. ... 

Bark* y- Hmdsum mlgmss . _ 

Kean: 

Adrukl —Pliatcius nntuimn* 

Kirld- - t*ha»foia» ra/fsfii.____ 

Miitur- I+asetJvs mutevr.. ..... 

Beet, IWfl-ftk rufoarfj........ 

Beet, tiui* Beta ru/paftf.. .... 

Hejtjtsrwvrri, Florid%- /Va*noiiao» Jorfooevn. 

Bcntfnww 

Colonial UnH. Art or is and Highland) - 

.ifrostis trunk* .. .. .. ... 

(reeplnc-,4#ro*k pnludrit ___ 

Velvet--.IffMto raaiM..... 

IkvmodacraM. common —Cgnodm dartfim. .. 

Bremudacrsm, fUnt— Cyn&dm op ... 

Ploy; 

Bulhou* Poa butt mam .. __ 

Canada—P m raatprrtM.... 

(Uaucantha— Pm §tmuemntlim ........ 

Kentucky full vsr».)— 

PM l#aientit ._.. . 

Nevada—Pw neT*(trn»ia ... 

Uuufb—P m trkiatii 

Teias- Poo ar«c8atfrr«. .. ... 

W ood - /*M ntmormil*.. 
niutttem. 

pfrrAn+jgttmt 

iMTOpCF 


Little A rub option t+mparrut .. . 

Band —AuArcpofon knDri _ 

Yellow —A ndropofon iactimrm u m... 

Bronte 

Field—iPeiNm mrrenau .... 

Mountain—/Pernor m*rginattu 

.smooth Jt/nmus i arm it. 

Broom corn - .SurpAum rtJpnrt var. ttanicum . 

Buckwheat —Fmfontrtim escmtrnJmn . 

llulT»loma*/hc*fw iiecfyloidtA. 

(Bun) ... .. ... 

(C'aryopar*>. 

BufTrlxraat -PrAwiMam cihnrr .. 

(Fascicle*) . 

(CsryoMS) . 

Bure lover, Califcirma - .W/.fir<ijo Ai«;>*rfa (In bar). 

Burr-lover, t'ttUlornm Xfedjroffo kupsdm (out of bur) 

Bur clover, ]*(w«U*d Strdicmfo «ra6i<w (in Imr). 

Bur clover, n potted Sftdkmfo mrmbico (out of bur) 
Burnet, little—N ‘ * * 

Bui tone to vec ‘ 

( anar> rriuv, reed Pkaimrla arundtmoa .. 

( tw^trrvw Arm,opus affinia . 

Ophn*m-Xktomt c*mmn*u . 

f bev, aoft -ffromntr moilU. _ 

CJUrkpru <1<rr orUitmu 

Abike - Tntohum kfbriium. 

Beeaceoi — rViftrfJi 
riustar- 
rrtmaon -7 
Ktara-r 

Iadino- Trifctinm rrptua _ 

Ivappa TWArfluw bppocrua*..._ 

Bee footuotes at end of table. 



Minimum aeisht 
purity anslyAii 


Minimum a-aixht 
for noxiou»-«eed 


drams 


S 

5 

5 

8 

7 

100 

200 

900 

100 

SO 

M) 

8 


Or amt 


00 

10 

a 

00 

8 

2 

■ 

7 
90 

8 

35 

7 
II 
2 

1 

900 

8 

900 

a 

8 

1 

10 

2 
2 
2 


Apfvmlinhte 
tttsmbor of 
Roll |er in 


90 

50 

50 

50 

50 

500 1 

500 
500 , 
900 
900 
300 1 
80 | 


M 

38 

90 

uso 

*AJ 

aoo 

300 

300 

39 
00 
80 
38 

300 

90 

M 

90 

190 

90 

190 

3& 

29 

800 

90 


XmmUr 


too 

M0 


tl 

< 

M 

58 

M0 


33 5*0 
a, no 
LWO 

19* 

i,W 


4. *8 
i.308 
»,M0 
XSflO 
7!008 

331 

5M 

298 


430 

140 

900 

00 

49 

110 

NO 

oob 

1.D40 


m 

90 

m 

no 

338 

HI 

1,900 

iin 

8 

55> 
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1.SOO 

4U 
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1.035 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Taslb 1—W *JCHT or Working Sautul —Continued 


weight 

lor 

purity analytic 

ill 

ApprovtuiaU 
mirotur of 

•oedi par tram 

0r«i»j 

On> flu 

y*i*Wr 

10 

60 

370 

13 

10 

HO 

10 

60 

33S 

to 

50 

260 

s 

» 

400 

m 

600 

34 

100 

ABO 

» 

300 

600 

S 

600 

600 

4 

'*»< 

900 

2 

600 

Ml 

I 

60 

300 

00 

600 

an 


10 

60 

sis 

10 

50 

316 

15 

1O0 


10 

u\ 

315 

6 

A0 

•35 

to 

30 


too 

BOO 


a 

SO 


to 

6© 

316 

1 

25 

2.520 

I 

25 

3,6*20 

60 

300 

60 

a 

50 

040 

to 

m 


so 

500 

.. ii 

10 

SO 

SIS 

600 

500 


6 

60 


to 

•0 

350 

w> 

500 

S 

& 

60 

423 

2 

36 

i. m 

t 

as 

A170 

76 

■... 

40 

2 

as 

1.340 

10 

60 

m 

3 

A0 

040 

10 

60 

316 

10 

M 


to 

60 


to 

60 

313 

7 

60 

305 

3 

60 

H*J 

60 

600 

45 

• 

SO 

«23 

A 

to 

535 

too 

600 

10 

7 

60 

340 

to 

60 


A 

60 

635 

A 

50 

m 

* 

SO 

430 

500 

600 

3 

1A 

ISO 

166 

600 

600 

A 

30 

300 

73 

60 

300 

•0 

A 

60 

430 

80 

300 

66 

3 

36 

1,060 

600 

800 

6-13 

as 

160 

100 

300 

600 

s 

300 

600 

y 

s 

60 

406 

a 

35 

t, *240 

A 

SO 

ASA 

300 

600 

11 


S«Mo(ar«i| 


AARirutTtmAt stun—rentinur«l 

WheRlfta!»»—Conllnuw! 

tftmunbiknk —Affropfron ripenum . . 

Tal !—Agmpfrrm __„_.... 

Wwftmi —Agroprron imUkil . 

WIMryt 

('ikiiada—/Jr'nu# tmmAmHt 
Hujwlan — Hymn* junctiu . 


VRORTAM K MR Bit 

Articljok** c>rv«r« tftffmtH . .. 

Aj|*kr*ffits— A*p*fg*» offiettvU u . 

AJiiarainubftir'i -' »'**** _ .. 

BMnr 

« lunkrn— f‘kJi*foiut rtiVfDBM*... 

Urn *PhQMutui lunctujt YM tnmcrocarfHi* 
Huiu*»r— J'hexalua r cerium# 

Bret —IttU rnloxtru .. 

Broadb*OJi—I Via feta 
Drocco)l~J9r<u«tra oirracra vw batrjttt. 

HrutM-!< *prout*—/tr*A*icu ol/rnrcu var. gtmmiftr*.. 

Burdock, fapiw.... 

r*hb*(rr— Ibttnt* airmrt a var cupilofe....—..— 

CaW»o«r. t'tiiiMtt (PctalHOnNim prktnnuu. 

(.'Abba**, t/onrhud*- /trantes oltrnr** vur fronrktufe 
(’•rdoon—r>»<ir« nrrrfniini/itf .. I 

| *’«4TTOt *-* /Hi tl ( U M rdfofi 

fwUAoVtf UrBMfcf UrTQ<r* Vitf Udrytn 
CekrlAe— ffirm2/A* var rup oreuui 

Oljrrv—.-I j/kj/w ymKnfr*# v*r rfu/rr 

Chard, gwt*s— /*!• mJftirlM var rh-fe. 

Chieorj -«id»mw tof|4u#.. 

Chlvet—AtNuna #rW**plr«#««ft.-_. 

Citron—Ckru//tn ru7*tri#_... 

Cottard*— /Hriwrtc* fVrform tut •*»/*«(a 

Corn, iwwt -Zis umiv*. ........ 

Cornwliul —VilrrbtrteUn tornttn vur. oit/orm. 

V«m FuUlwvirted jukI Dark OfWl FnUlw*rt*d. 

AD oilirr raiVthru .......... 

rowpr* ripMfiaouM ... . . J 

CfWB’ 

Uvfrn— lxpidiu.i» MUirwia .... .. 

Cpiimt—-/ferUrm rrrim ... .—. 

Want —ft or ip pc n**turttmm<Kvu*tiruHt. 

Cuemntwr— CWaoife Mftrur ..—. 

L>mn*1Hioi>—71* r* rtwi* «i ... 

Erjn>Unt—MW ahwai tdftontrna var ncvlertlun 

Etxlivf—CkAor<r»ui rorfirfe. . 

KuU»—/£ro*«»ra oisraei* var. •ctphala . 

JCalr, Chlnefe*— fhmtot f&rots* var ttUntgUbrm 
SilwrUiv— AroA»k« *apn# var. pataiurfe. .. 

Kohlrabi—JJraibr-u turner a var gongglod^t . 

L*rk —Allitttn pommi ... 

lMUK*~J*toc* Mtfim... 

Muduitflou (cantaloufjc)—Carman win . 

Mmlurd— ;u«rr«. ..... 

kluatiurd. anlnaclr— /Iraniro jvTrirfrfi#.. 

Okra—/Mfeon orn/rafar.... 

< Itiion -.4Wnin e/Wg, .—. 

Onion, WcUh-dWnha /iNu/oaam... 

Pnk-rbo4-- /frwwa rkln/nrir... 

Pantry -fVfroArfriuim hnrttusr (f\(tttpum) . 

Parci'.ln rurttoccn tottra . 

p«ii — A taw rotina on ...—.. 

Pcpfwr—CVipafc* n» ipp.... 

Pumpkin—Carwrtoto prpo.... .. 

Ridiih —RajpUnitm i«irw...... 

Rhntiarb— rtaponfeniM. 

Rutabaga— iPait** tvapu* var. napota«*ilra..... 

Bablhr— THtfnpc^n pmrrifdtu* .. 

8omd—Kma/r arrCwo .. . 

8oybwu»— G/aefar null. 

Spinach —Sjtinaria oirnutm ... 

Fplnorh. New Zealand— 7Wro^>o ki expo am.... 

Rqaoikh—Ciicurt.fta ranarJtala and C. mmxtm* .. 

Tomato— Lfenpirtk+n r*cvlrnt* m -- 

Toiuato, busk —nytallt putaacriw. 


'rurulp— ttrwica rapt.... 

Watonudon —CitruJlut miran*... 


• Rldrixiiatout derivative* of a Jotmaoucm X Rnrfhum cro» or a Johnsongraw X fiudangnkse crofe. 


§201.47 l Amended J 

6. Section 201.47 in amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

Paragraph <d> is amended by deleting 
the phrases M (except Agrostis species)” 
and ”(except Agrostis species, which 
shall be determined by count) 

7. Section 201.48 (b) and (!) are 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 201.48 Kind or variety considered 
purr *ecd. 

• • • « • 

(b> Pieces of broken and otherwise 
damaged seeds that are larger than one- 
half the original size, except as provided 
in paragraph (I) of this section. 

• • • • • 

(1> Insect-damaged seeds, provided the 
damage is entirely internal, or the open¬ 


ing in the testa is not sufficiently large 
to allow the size of the remaining ma« 
of tissue to be readily determined fNot 
applicable to chalcid-d&mAgcd seeds 
See*201.51<aW4>.) 

• • • • • 
§201.50 | Amended) 

8. Section 201.50 is amended by in¬ 
serting in the first sentence before the 
word “or” the word “sporocarps” and by 
adding at the end of the section ' iPo t 
single seeds of Juncus see 1 20141(10).)” 

§201.51 l Amended) 

9 A. Section 201.51(a) is amended so 
that the heading would read as follows: 
”<a > Seeds and seed-like structures from 
crop plants—" and subparagraph (1) is 
amended to read as follows: "(1) Pieces 
of broken or otherwise damaged seeds 
one-half the original size or less. (See 
5 201.48(b) and (1).)” 

B. Section 201.51(b) is amended as 
follows: 

a. Delete the heading "Weed plants—** 
following "(b)" and Insert the following: 
"Seeds and seed-like structures from 
weed plants which by visual examination 
(including the use of transmitted light 
or dissection) can be demonstrated as 
falling within the following categories—** 

b. Subparagraph (2) reads as follows: 

(2) Damaged caryopscs of grasses, in¬ 
cluding free caryopscs of quackgrass. 
Agropyron repens, with over one-half 
the root-shoot axis missing (the scutella 
excluded); Immature grasses—florets of 
quack grass In which the caryopscs are 
less than one-third the length of the 
palea and free caryopscs devoid of em¬ 
bryo; Undeveloped grasses—glumes and 
florets devoid of both embryo and en¬ 
dosperm. 

c. Subparagraph (4) reads as follows: 

<4> Undeveloped seed units, devoid of 
both embryo and endosperm, such as 
occur in the following plant families: 
Sedge (Cyperaceac ). buckwheat (Poty- 
gonaeeac), morning-glory iConvolmla- 
cede), nightshade ( Solanaceae\ and 
sunflower (Compositae) . Cocklcbur 
(Xanthium spp.) burs are to be dissected 
to determine whether or not seeds arc 
present. (See S 201.52.) 

d. Delete subparagraph <6). 

c. Renumber subparagraph (7) and 
amend to read as follows: 

(6) Dodder ( Cuscuta ): Seeds devoid 
of embryos. Questionable seeds should 
be sectioned. Questionable seeds in¬ 
clude those that may have normal or near 
normal color, but are slightly swollen, 
dimpled, or with “pin-point” holes. 
Seeds that are ashy gray to creamy white 
in color are inert. 

f. Renumber subpax*agraph (8» and 
amend to read as follows: 

(7) Buckhom (Plantago lanceolate » : 
Black seeds with no brown colorevldcnt. 
whether shriveled or plump. (The color 
of questionable seeds shall be determlnea 
by the use of a stereoscopic microscope 
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with magnification of approximately 10 X 
and a fluorescent lamp with two 15-watt 
daylight type tubes,) 

g. Subparagraph (9) would be re¬ 
numbered (8) and subparagraph (10) 
renumbered as (9). 
g201.SU (Amended] 

10. Section 201.51a is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 

a. In ihe last sentence of the lead 
paragraph delete 4 ‘is** between the words 
“test'' and 'made'’ and Insert “may be.*’ 

b. Add a new paragraph (c) as follows: 

<c> With exception of chewings fescue, 
these methods are not applicable to the 
kinds listed when they occur in mixtures 

of kinds. 

$ 201.36-2 I Amended] 

11 Section 201.50-2 is amended as 

follows: 

h Paragraph (a) reads as follows: 

(a> Lettuce: The interpretations of 
lettuce seedlings arc made only at the 
end of the test period. When used to 
describe seedling structures, “normal 
length" means that length attained by 
a vigorous sample of the same variety of 
lettuce as the one being tested when both 
are placed under the same test condi¬ 
tion.* Necrosis on lettuce cotyledons is 
manifested by softened, grayish, black¬ 
ish. or reddish areas on the cotyledons. 
(This necrosis first appears on the mid¬ 
rib and lateral veins and should not be 
confused with the natural pigmentation 
or insect injury. Seedlings with exten¬ 
sive necrotic areas on the cotyledons arc 
slower in qrovrth and shorter than those 
without *uch affected areas.) 

U) Normal seedlings Include those 
that have (i) roots over half the usual 
length for vigorous seedlings; (U) hypo- 
cotyls over half the usual length for 
vigorous seedlings, with no cracks or 
lesions extending into the central con¬ 
ducting tissues; (iii) two cotyledons free 
of necrosis (the hypocotyl and root 
wiould be more than half normal 
j®ffth>: and (Iv) an epicotyl entirely 
free of decay. 

(2) Abnormal seedlings include those 
mat have (i) no roots, or roots clearly 
jess than half normal length with root 
ups blunt, swollen, or discolored; (li) a 
hypocotyl clearly less than half normal 
JJJJJto* or severely twisted or grainy, or 
with cracks or lesions extending Into the 
central conducting tissue; (iii) only one 
cotyledon; (iv) either cotyledon showing 
*hy degree of necrosis (the hypocotyl 
jnd root are usually less than half 
*)ormA] length), or swollen cotyledons 

usuaUy nrayish or darkened) with ex- 
*hort or vestigial hypocotyl and 
root 'seed coat usually adhering to 
wo cotyledons): or (v) no epicotyl or if 
we epicotyl shows any degree of decay or 
necrosis. 

lo^Pnragraph (bXlHiv) reads as fol- 


(iv) One complete cotyledon or two 
broken cotyledons with half or more 
original cotyledon tissue remaining at¬ 
tached to the seedling (epicotyl must be 
present); 

c. Paragraph (b)(2) (v) reads as 
follows: 

(v) Part of one cotyledon or two 
broken cotyledons with less than half of 
the original cotyledon tissue remaining 
attached. 

d. In paragraph (b)(2) delete sub¬ 
paragraph (viii) and insert the follow¬ 
ing: “(viii) epicotyl absent: or (lx) vari¬ 
ous combinations of the abnormalities 
described. 4 * 

12. 8cction 201.55-5 is amended as 
follows: 

Paragraph <d> reads as follows: 

§ 201.56—5 GroM family (Grainineal). 


<d) Sorghum spp. (1) Normal seed¬ 
lings include those that have (i> one 
vigorous primary root, usually with well- 
developed lateral branches by the end of 
the test period; (il) short primary root, 
but with at least two vigorous lateral 
roots; (iii) well-developed green leaves 
not badly split, regardless of whether 
coleoptile8 are split; (Iv) slight infection 
by fungi, provided none of the essential 
seedling structures have been damaged; 
(v) red coloration on the roots and on 
the coleopUle of the shoot, caused by 
natural pigments, provided the seedling 
is otherwise normal. 

(2) Abnormal seedlings include those 
that have (1) no roots; (ii) weak, spindly, 
or short primary root, and less than two 
vigorous lateral roots (often associated 
with decay of the grain); (ill) no plu¬ 
mule. but only the sheath or coleoptile; 
(iv) a shortened plumule, extending no 
more than one-half the way up through 
the coleoptile; (v) a spindly, pale 
plumule, usually associated with moldy 
seeds; (vi) shattered and longitudinally 
split plumules, with or without splitting 
of the coleopUle; <vii> decayed plumules, 
provided the decay is not due to Improper 
testing conditions (the plumules usually 
appear weak and show decay near the 
point of attachment of the grain, which 
is usually decayed); or (viii) various 
combinations of the abnormalities de¬ 
scribed. 


§ 20 1 .56-6 f Amended ) 

13. SecUon 201 56-6 is amended as 
follows; 

a. Delete following the wording in 
paragraph (b) (1) (iv) the word 44 or“ and 
insert after the wording In “(v) 44 the fol¬ 
lowing: “or (vl) at least one complete 
cotyledon or tw f o broken cotyledons with 
half or more of the cotyledon tissue re¬ 
maining attached to the seedling.** 

b. Delete the word “or 4 * following para¬ 
graph <b)(2)(v) and all of paragraph 
(b) (2) (vi) and insert the following: 


(vi) Part of one cotyledon or tw’o 
broken cotyledons with less than half of 
the cotyledon tissue remaining attached; 
or (vii) various combinations of the 
abnormalities described. 

§ 201.58 [ Amended ] 

14. SecUon 201.58 Is amended as 
follows: 

a. Paragraph (a)(2) reads as follows: 

(2) Light. Cool white fluorescent 
light shall be provided where light is 
required in table 2. The light Intensity 
shall be 75 to 125 foot-candles (750-1,250 
lux). (The light Intensity for non- 
dormant seed and during seedling de¬ 
velopment may be as low as 25 foot- 
candlcs to enable the essential structures 
to be evaluated with greater certainty.) 
The seeds shall be illuminated for at 
least 8 hours every 24 hours except when 
transferred to a low temperature qcr- 
minator during the weekend. When 
seeds are germinated at alternating tem¬ 
peratures they shall be illuminated dur¬ 
ing high temperature periods. Seeds for 
which light is prescribed shall be germi¬ 
nated on top of the substratum except 
for ryegrass fluorescence tests. 

b. Insert after the second sentence in 
paragraph (a) (8) the following wording: 
“The temperature shall be determined 
at the substratum level and shall be as 
uniform as possible throughout the 
germination chamber. (A sharp alter¬ 
nation of temperature, such as obtained 
by hand transfer, may be beneficial in 
breaking dormancy.) ** 

c. Paragraph <a)<9> reads as follows: 

(9) Paper substrata must be free of 
chemicals toxic to germinating seed and 
seedling growth. If root injury occurs 
from toxicity of a paper substratum or 
from the use of potassium nitrate, retests 
shall be made on soil or on a substratum 
moistened with water. 

d. Paragraph (b)(9) reads as follows: 

(9) Rice lOrpza saliva)—Alternate 
method: Plant the seeds in moist sand. 
On the seventh day of the test add water 
to a depth of one-fourth inch above the 
sand level and leave for the remainder of 
the test. Only a final count is made. 
Dormant seeds: Presoak 24 to 48 hours 
in 40 5 C. water. For deeply dormant 
seeds, presoak 24 hours in 1,000 p.p.m. 
ethylene chlorohydrin or 5 percent solu¬ 
tion of sodium hypochlorite (clorox at 
bottle strength). 

e. Paragraph (b)(ID reads as follows: 

(11) Trifolium. Medicago, Melilotus. 
and Vicia faba; temperature require¬ 
ments. A temperature of 18 C. Is de¬ 
sirable for Trifolium spp., Medicago spp.. 
Mclllotus spp.. and Vicia faba. 

t. Revise table 2 in paragraph <c) with 
respect to the requirements for testing 
the agricultural and vegetable seeds as 
listed below: 
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Chapter IX— Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service IMarketing Agreements 
end Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Tree Nuts), Department of Agricul- 

ture 

( Avocado Order 7. Arndt- 1 \ 

pART 915— AVOCADOS GROWN IN 
SOUTH FLORIDA 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings. (1> Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and this 
part order No. 915, as amended), reg¬ 
ulating the handling of avocados grown 
In south Florida, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended -7 U.8.C. 601-674). and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
Avocado Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the aforesaid marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of avo¬ 
cados, as hereinafter provided, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

i2) It is hereby further found that it 
is Impracticable, unnecessary, and con¬ 
trary to the public interest to give pre¬ 
liminary notice, engage In public rule 
making procedure, and postpone the 
effective date of this amendment until 
30 days after publication thereof In the 
Fqct.u Register (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) 
in that the time intervening between the 
date when Information upon which this 
amendment is based became available 
and the time when this amendment must 
become effective, as hereinafter set forth, 
In order to effectuate the declared policy 
of the act is insufficient; a reasonable 
time Iv permitted, under the dr cum- 
stances, for preparation of such effec- 
Uve time, and good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing the provisions hereof effective not 
later than the date hereinafter set forth. 
A reasonable determination as to the 
Quality and the time of maturity of 
avocados must await the development of 
the crop; a determination as to the 
•fage of maturity of the varieties of 
avocados covered by this amendment was 
made at the meeting of the Avocado Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee on June 9. 1965. 
After consideration of all available In¬ 
formation relative to the growing condi¬ 
tions prevailing during the current sea¬ 
son. recommendations and supporting 
information for such maturity regula¬ 
tions wen .submitted to the Department; 
wch meeting was held to consider rec¬ 
ommendation for such regulation after 
living due notice thereof, and interested 
Parties were afforded opportunity to sub¬ 
mit their views at this meeting; tire pro¬ 
visions hereof arc identical with the 
aforesaid recommendations of the com¬ 
mittee and Information concerning such 
Provisions has been disseminated among 
the handlers of avocados; and com¬ 
pliance with the provisions hereof will 
not require of handlers any preparation 
tntrefor which cannot be completed by 
the effective time hereof. 

It is, therefore, ordered that the 
Provision* of paragraph <b> Of I 915.307 


(30 Fit- 7240) are hereby amended by 
revising in Tabic I, certain dates and 
minimum weights and diameters appli¬ 
cable to the Fuchs and Dr. Dupuis vari¬ 
eties of avocados, clarifying the name of 


<c> The provisions of this amendment 
shall become effective at 12:01 a.m., e.s.t., 
June 21.1965. 

(Secs. 1-19. 46 SUt. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 15,1965. 

Paul A. Njciiolson. 
Deputy Director . Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

(FJl Doc. 65-6441; Filed. June 17. 1965; 
8 49 AJn.) 


Chapter X—Consumer and Marketing 

Service (Marketing Agreements and 

Orders; Milk), Department of Agri¬ 
culture 

| Milk Order 1361 

PART 1136—MILK IN GREAT BASIN 
MARKETING AREA 

Order Suspending Certain Provision 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 Ui3.C, 601 ct seq.), 
and of the order regulating the handling 
of milk in the Great Basin marketing 
area (7 CFR Part 1136), It Is hereby 
found and determined that: 

(a) The following provision of the 
order no longer tends to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act for the month 
of May 1965: 

In $ 1136.11(a) "there is disposed of 
on routes fluid milk products equal to 
not less than 40 percent of the receipts 
during the month at such plant of 
producer milk and receipts at the plant 
of fluid milk products from plants de¬ 
scribed pursuant to paragraph <b> of 
this section, and." 

Notice of proposed rule making, public 
procedures thereon, and 30 days notice 
of the effective date hereof are imprac¬ 
tical, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest in that: 

(1) This suspension order docs not 
require of persons affected substantial 
or extensive preparation prior to the 
effective date. 

(2) This suspension order Is necessary 
to reflect current marketing conditions 
and to maintain orderly marketing con¬ 
ditions In the marketing area. 

(3) This suspension order will reduce 
for the month of May 1965, requirements 
for pool plant qualifications of distribut¬ 
ing plants. A suspension order effective 
January 1, 1965. for the period of Janu¬ 
ary 1. 1965, through July 31, 1965, re- 


the Dr. Dupuis variety and adding in 
such table the K-5 variety so that after 
such revision and addition the portion 
of such Table 1 relating to such varieties 
reads as follows: 


duced the percentage of fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts required to be distributed on routes 
to 40 percent In all months. This action 
will eliminate for May 1965. the 40 per¬ 
cent requirement. To be qualified as a 
pool distributing plant for the month of 
May 1965, a plant must have disposed of 
on routes In the marketing area fluid 
milk products equal to not less than 15 
percent of the fluid milk product dispo¬ 
sition from the plant on routes. 

Proponent states that increased pro¬ 
duction and a decrease in Class I sales 
have made it impossible for the cooper¬ 
ative association to maintain pool plant 
status during May 1965, for all of Its 
plants which have been pool plants in 
previous months. 

(4) This suspension action Is based on 
a request by Federated Dairy Farms, Inc. 
Members of this cooperative association 
represent In excess of two-thirds of the 
producers In the Great Basin marketing 
area. This suspension will permit dairy 
farmers who have supplied the fluid re¬ 
quirements of the market in previous 
months to maintain producer status for 
the month of May. 

Therefore, good cause exists for mak¬ 
ing this order effective on date of 
signature. 

It Is there/ore ordered , That the afore¬ 
said provision of the order is hereby 
suspended for the month of May 1965. 

(8ec*. 1-19, 46 SUt. 81, as amended; 7 UJBjC. 
601-674) 

Effective date . On date of signature. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 
14,1965. 

John A. Schnittker. 

Acting Secretary. 

(FJl. Doc. 65-6418; Filed, June 17. 1965; 

8:47 *jn.| 

Title 9—ANIMALS AND 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS 

Chapter I — Agricultural Research 

Service, Department of Agriculture 

PART 97—OVERTIME SERVICES RE¬ 
LATING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

Administrative Instructions Prescrib¬ 
ing Commuted Travel Time Allow¬ 
ances 

Pursuant to the authority conferred 
upon the Director of the Animal Inspec¬ 
tion and Quarantine Division by $ 97.1 
of the regulations concerning overtime 


Variety 

(1) 

Dole 

CD 

Minimum 
sr^lit or 
diameter 

ID 

Dale 

<4) 

Minimum 
Wright or 
dUmrtcr 

(5) 

Date 

(4) 

Minimum 

wvfcbt or 
diameter 

C7) 

Dale 

<*> 

Fuchs.....—-- 

|f 1 

7-12-64 

7-1964 

14 0 *. Sfft In-. 

14 OS 

7- 565 
7-»65 

13 os. **• to¬ 
ll Us_ 

7-34-45 
4- 9 06 ! 

1 10 ot. 2‘tts to 

*606 

Dr. Dupuis #3- 

II at. 

$-2305 
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services relating to Imports and exports, 
effective August 18. 1964 <9 CFR 97.1). 
administrative instructions (9 CFR 97.2) 
effective July 30. 1963, as amended May 
18. 1904 ( 29 Fit. 6318). December 7. 1964 
<29 F.R. 16316) and April 12, 1965 (30 
F.R. 4609) prescribing the commuted 
travel time that shall be Included in each 
period of overtime or holiday duty, are 
hereby amended by adding to or delet¬ 
ing from the respective “lists” therein, as 
follows: 

Within METmoroLrTAN Area 

ONE MOVE 

Delete: Bellingham. Wa&h 

Outside Metropolitan A sea 

one norm 

Add. Porthltl, Idaho (served from East port. 
Idaho). 

Delete; Lynden. Wash, (served from Blalno. 
Wash.). 

TWO HOUBB 

Delete: Tacoma. Wash, (served from 
SeatUe. WAsh). 

Add' Bellingham. Wash, (served from 
Blaine. Wash.). 

Add: Lynden. Wash, (served from Blaine. 
Wash ) 

THREE HOURS 

Delete: Port Angeles. Wash, (served from 
SeatUe. Wash ). 

Delete: Anacortea, Wash, (served from Bel¬ 
lingham. Wash.). 

Add: Tacoma. Wash, (served from Seattle. 
Wash.) 

rous norms 

Add: Anacortes. Wash, (served from Blaine 
or Seattle. Wash.), 

Add: Hueneme. Calif, (served from San 
Pedro, Calif.). 

Add: Ontario, Calif, (served from San 
Pedro. Calif.). 

six HOURS 

Add: Port Angeles. Wash, (served from 
Seattle. Wash.). 

Add: Edwards Air Porce Base. CalU. (served 
from San Pedro, Calif.). 

Add: March Field, Calif, (served from San 
Pedro. Calif ). 

Add: 8an Luis Obispo (served from San 
Pedro. Calif ). 

These commuted travel time periods 
have been established as nearly as may be 
practicable to cover the time necessarily 
spent In reporting to and returning from 
the place at which the employee per¬ 
forms such overtime or holiday duty 
when such travel is performed solely on 
account of such overtime or holiday duty. 
Such establishment depends upon facts 
within the knowledge of the Animal In¬ 
spection and Quarantine Division. 

It Is to the benefit of the public that 
these instructions be made effective at 
the earliest practicable date. Accord¬ 
ingly. pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (60 8tat. 238) it is found upon good 
cause that notice and public procedure 
on these Instructions are impracticable, 
unnecessary, and contrary to the public 
interest, and good cause is found for 
making these instructions effective less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

These revised administrative Instruc¬ 
tions shall be effective on and after June 
21.1965 

(84 Stat. 661; 5 U 8 C. 676) 


Done at Hyattsville. Md.. this 15th 
day of June 1965. 

L. C. Heemstra, 
Director. Animal Inspection 
and Quarantine Division . 

(F.R Doc 65-6443; Filed, June 17, 1966: 
8:60 ajn.| 


Title 13—BUSINESS CREOIT 
AND ASSISTANCE 

Chapter III — Area Redevelopment 

Administration, Department of 

Commerce 

PART 305—RETRAINING SUBSIST¬ 
ENCE PAYMENTS 

Subpart A — Introduction 

Effective Period of Program 

Part 305 of the regulations of the Area 
Redevelopment Administration, as pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of Octo¬ 
ber 24. 1961 (26 F.R. 9933-9943). as 
amended, is hereby further amended as 
follows: 

Section 305.2 of Subpart A is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 305,2 Effeflive period of program. 

Retraining payments shall be payable 
In accordance with the terms of section 
17 of the Act to trainees enrolled in 
training programs approved under sec¬ 
tion 16 of the Act for any week begin¬ 
ning on or after May 1. 1961, or on or 
after the date of the agreement with the 
State, whichever is later. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 4 of the Administrative Proce¬ 
dure Act <5 U.S C. 1003) it has been 
found that notice and hearing on the 
aforesaid Part 305 is unnecessary for the 
reason that all matters therein relate to 
agency management, personnel, loans, 
grants, or benefits; and for the reason 
that because of the nature of these rules, 
such notice and hearing would serve no 
useful purpose. The provisions of this 
part of Chapter m of Title 13 are effec¬ 
tive as of this date. 

Dated: June 11,1965. 

William L. Batt. Jr.. 

Area Redevelopment Administrator. 

| F.R Doc. 65-6382; Filed. June 17. 1966: 

8:45 am.) 

Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I— Federal Trade Commission 

PART 14—ADMINISTRATIVE 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Guide for Avoiding Deceptive Use of 

Word "Mill" in Textile Industry 

Over the years the Commission has 
received and acted on a number of com¬ 
plaints that sellers of textile products 
were misrepresenting themselves as 
manufacturers by use of the word “milT 
in their trade name, in advertising, pro¬ 


motional material, and on stationery, 
business forms, etc. These Guides art 
designed to assist others in a similar 
position in avoiding such unfair and 
deceptive practices as are violative of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act. 

The Commission has a duty to move 
against violators and obtain compliance 
with the laws it administers However, 
as an administrative agency, the Com¬ 
mission believes the more knowledge 
businessmen have with respect to the 
requirements of such laws the more 
likelihood there is that compliance with 
them will be obtained. 

If a businessman knows what the legal 
pitfalls are. he can steer his business 
policies to avoid them. Furthermore, 
such knowledge Is most useful m deter¬ 
mining when competitors are trying to 
use illegal methods. In other words, it 
pays for a businessman to know what 
his rights are as well as his obligations. 

Since the Guide is not intended to serve 
as comprehensive or precise statements 
of law. but rather as a practical aid to 
the honest businessman who seeks to 
conform his conduct to the requirements 
of fair and legitimate merchandising, it 
will be of no assistance to the few whose 
aim is to walk as close as possible to the 
line between legal and Illegal conduct 
It Is to be considered as a guide, and not 
as a fixed rule of “doV* and 'don'ts.” or 
detailed statements of the Commission's 
enforcement policies. The fundamental 
spirit of the Guide will govern its appli¬ 
cation. 


g 14.14 Guide for avoiding decrpsnr me 
of *ord 


• a) General rule. Simply stated, the 
general rule is that the word •'mill*’ 
should not be used In the corporate, 
business, or trade name of any person or 
concern handling textiles, or in any 
other manner, unless the person or con¬ 
cern actually owns and operates or di¬ 
rectly and absolutely controls the manu¬ 
facturing facility in which all textile ma¬ 
terials which are sold under that name 
are produced. 

<b) The requirement of operational 
control. (1) For a firm to qualify as a 
bona fide mill it must exercise direct and 
absolute control over the milling 
in which its merchandise is produced. 
Contracting to have milling operations 
performed by others will not qualify fine 


is a mill. 

(2) A distributor who furnishes yarns 
and other materials to a knitting mill for 
manufacture Into garments according io 
the distributor’s specifications is not a 
mill because it does not exercise direct 
and absolute operational control over me 
milling operations. A firm 
written “lease” with a mill whereby th 
mill allocated five of its looms and me 
workers at such looms to mnmifBCiure 
ribbon for the jobber from njatertaw 
supplied by. and according to in f tr ^ 
tions from, the jobber Is not ^ 

the same reason. Even if a jobber 
the entire output of a mill, he doe-> 
thereby become a mill. . fh , 

(c) Examples of deceptive ln 

word "mm." Illustrative altuaUowW 
which use of “mill” in designating 


. . ._«..._»A 


the following: 
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(1) A corporation which purchased 
unfinished silk and rayon cloth from 
weavers or manufacturers, caused such 
cloth to be dyed, printed, or processed 
Into finished dry goods by others and 
cold such goods to retailers, members of 
the cutting up trade and others; 

(2> A tailor who made made-to- 
mcairure suits but did not produce the 
doth from which the suits were made; 

< 3 > a selling agent who represented a 
number of suit fabric manufacturers; 

( 4 > An independent retailer who 
claimed to be a "mill's outlet.” 

<di Exception to general rule . (1) 

Under the exceptional circumstances set 
forth below, the Commission may permit 
a nonmanufacturing concern to continue 
to use the word "mill” in its trade name 
provided that it Is accompanied by a 
qualifying phrase which clearly states 
that the concern is not a mill and does 
not own or operate a facility which man¬ 
ufactures textiles. This exception only 
applies if (1) tiie name of the concern 
has become n valuable business asset and 
Its loss would result in a substantial 
hardship and (ii) the qualifying phrase 
will eliminate all possibility of deception. 

(2) Factors to be taken into consid¬ 
eration In determining whether a trade 
name has become a valuable business 
asset the loss of which would become a 
hardship are as follows; 

U) Extent and period of time during 
which the name has been used; 

<il) Funds and efforts expended in es¬ 
tablishing and promoting the name; 

(Ul) The extent of the goodwill en¬ 
joyed by the company; 

<lv> The adverse efTect on the com¬ 
pany that could reasonably be expected 
if use of the word “mill” had to be 
discontinued. 

(8tc* 5. 6. 38 8Ui. 718, a* amended. 721; 15 

Cj5C.45.i6) 

Effective: September 16, 1965. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Iseul Joseph W. 6hxa, 

Secretary, 

[FJi Doc. 65-637$; Filed. June 17, 1965; 

8.45 am. | 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I— Civil Service Commission 
PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of the Navy; Correction 

In Federal Register Document 65-6100 
•ppcaring in the Issue for June 11. 1965, 
p .*f c the word "Jimi” appearing 
the 4th and 13th lines should be 

spelled ”Jlma”. 

iVal? 43, iec * 2 * 22 *03. u amended; 

a Jw* 633 E O 10577. 19 F.R. 7621. 
• CFR Comp p 218) 

United States Civil Sekv- 
ic* Commission, 
istAL) Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

iPR Doc. 65-6429; Filed, June 17. 1965; 
8:47 ajn.) 

No. in-a 


PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

Section 213.3116(f) is amended to re¬ 
flect the current designation of the Pres¬ 
ident's Council on Physical Fitness. 
Effective on publication In the Federal 
Register, the hcadnote and subpara¬ 
graph (1) of paragraph <f > of I 213.3116 
is amended as set out below. 

§213.3116 Department of Health, Ed¬ 
ucation, and Welfare. 


<f> The President's Council on Physi¬ 
cal Fitness. (1) Three staff assistants. 
The President's Council on Physical 
Fitness. 


(R.S. 1753. sec. 2. 22 Slat. 403. as amended; 
5 US.C. 631. 633; E.O. 10577. 19 FJ&. 7621. 
S CFR. 1954-56 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 

(seal] Mary V. Wenzel. 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

|FJt. Doc. 65-6428; Filed. Juns 17. 1965; 
6:47 *jn.] 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Peace Corps 

Section 213.3360 is amended to show 
the exception under Schedule C of the 
position of Confidential Assistant to the 
Director. Effective on publication in the 
Federal Register, paragraph (aa) is 
added to f 213.3360 as set out below. 

§ 213.3360 Peace <!orp«. 

• • • • • 

(aa) One Confidential Assistant to the 
Director. 

(RS. 1753. sec. 2, 22 8tat. 403, as amended; 
5 U-8 C. 631. 633; * O. 10577, 19 PH. 7521, 
3 CFR. 1954-58 Comp . p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission. 
rsEAL] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners . 

|P-R. Doc. 65-6480; Filed. June 17. 1965; 
8:48 am ) 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Ed¬ 
ucation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTfK 8 — FOOD AND FOOO PRODUCTS 

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted 
in Feed and Drinking Water of An¬ 
imals or for the Treatment of Food- 
Producing Animals 

Disodium EDTA 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data submitted in 


a petition (PAP 1C0421), filed by Oeigy 
Chemical Corp.. Sawmill River Road, 
Ardsloy, N.Y.. and other relevant data, 
has concluded that the food additive 
regulations should be amended to pro¬ 
vide the conditions under which disodium 
EDTA may be safely used in feed for 
ruminants. Therefore, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Food. Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (Bee 409(c)(1). 72 
Stat. 1786; 21 UB.C. 348(c)(1)). and 
under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner by the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (21 
CFR 2.90), Subpart C of the food addi¬ 
tive regulations is amended by adding 
thereto a new section, as follows: 

§ 121.271 Dinodium EDTA. 

The food additive disodium EDTA 
(dlsodium cthylenediaminetetraacetate) 
may be safely used in ruminant feeds, In 
accordance with the following prescribed 
conditions: 

(a) The food additive contains a mini¬ 
mum of 99 percent dlsodium ethylene- 
diaminetetraacetate dihydrate (CieHuOa 
NiNaj'2HiO). 

(b) It is used to solubilize trace min¬ 
erals in aqueous solutions, which are 
then added to ruminant feeds. 

(c) It Is used or Intended for use in 
an amount not to exceed 240 parts per 
million <0.024 percent) of the additive 
in finished feed. 

<d) To assure safe use of the additive 
the label and labeling shall bear: 

(1 > The name of the additive: and 

(2) Adequate mixing directions to In¬ 
sure that the chelated trace-mineral mix 
is uniformly blended throughout the feed. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of 
its publication In the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk. Department 
of Health. Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.. 
Washington. D.C., 20201, written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably in quintupll- 
cate. Objections shall show wherein 
the person filing will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the order and specify with par¬ 
ticularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objections. If a hearing is re¬ 
quested. the objections must state the 
issues for the hearing. A hearing will 
be granted if the objections are supported 
by grounds legally sufficient to justify 
the relief sought. Objections may be 
accompanied by a memorandum or brief 
In support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effctive on the date of Its publication in 
the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 400(e)(1), 72 8Ut. 1766; 21 U-S.C. 348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated: June 11. 1965. 

Geo. P. Lahrxck. 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

|F.R. Doc. 65-6435: Filed. June 17, 1965; 

8:48 ia| 
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PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted 
in Feed and Drinking Water of An¬ 
imals or for the Treatment of Food- 
Producing Animals 

SUBCHAPTft C— DRUGS 

PART 146a—CERTIFICATION OF PEN¬ 
ICILLIN AND PENICILLIN-CONTAIN¬ 
ING DRUGS 

Furaltadone, Procaine Penicillin G 

A, The Commissioner of Pood and 
Drugs, having evaluated the data sub¬ 
mitted In a petition (PAP 40453> filed 
by Eaton Laboratories, Division of The 
Norwich Pharmacal Co., Post Office Box 
191, Norwich, N.Y., and other relevant 
material, has concluded that the food 
additive regulations should be amended 
to provide safe conditions of use for an 
additional formulation for the treatment 
of bovine mastitis. Therefore, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Federal Food. 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 
72 Stat. 1736; 21 UB.C. 348(c) (D). and 
under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner by the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (21 CFR 
2.90), $ 121.249(a) is amended by add¬ 
ing thereto a new subparagraph <5>. as 
follows: 

§ 121.219 I'ocxl 4addill%e» for um* in 
milk-producing animal*. 

• • • t • 

(ft)* ## 

(5) (1) It is sterUe. It contains the fol¬ 
lowing in each 15 milliliters of suspen¬ 
sion; 

PuraJtJukmc (5-(morpbol)nomethy1)-3-((6- 
nltrofur fury lido no) amino ] - 2 - oxuzolldl- 
none)—500 milligram* 

Procaine penicillin O—100,000 unite. 

Vehicle: Peanut oil containing 2 percent 
aluminum monoetearate. 

(il) Treat lactating cows with 15 milli¬ 
liters of suspension in each infected 
quarter immediately after milking and 
allow to remain in the quarter until 
the next milking. Repeat at 12- and 24- 
bour intervals If necessary. 

(Ill) Milk taken from animals during 
treatment and for 96 hours (8 milkings) 
after the latest treatment must not be 
used for food. 


(Sec. 409(C)(1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 VS.C. 
348(C)(1)) 

B. Under the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health. Education, and 
Welfare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 507. 59 8tnt. 643 as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 357) and delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
by the Secretary (21 CFR 2.90), $ 146a.45 
(a> of the antibiotic regulations is 
amended by changing the second, fifth, 
and sixth sentences to read as set forth 
below. As amended, paragraph (a) 
reads as follows: 

§ 146a. 15 Procaine penicillin C in oil. 

<a> Standards of identity, strength. 
Quality, and purity. Procaine penicillin 
O In oil is a suspension of procaine peni¬ 
cillin G in refined peanut oil or sesame 


oil. with or without the addition of one 
or more suitable and harmless dispersing 
agents and with or without the addition 
of a hardening agent. If it is intended 
solely for veterinary use and Is conspicu¬ 
ously so labeled, it may contain furalta¬ 
done in accordance with ft 121.249(a) (5) 
of this chapter, nitrofurazone. or cortico¬ 
tropin. Its potency is 300.000 units per 
milliliter, except if it is packaged and 
labeled solely for veterinary use. Its 
moisture content is not more than 1.4 
percent. It is sterile, unless it is pack¬ 
aged and labeled solely for udder instilla¬ 
tions of cattle or subcutaneous injection 
in fowl, except that it is sterile if it is 
packaged and labeled solely for udder 
Instillations of cattle and it contains 
furaltadone. The procaine penicillin G 
used conforms to the requirements of 
i 146a.44(a), except if the procaine peni¬ 
cillin G in oil is packaged and labeled 
solely for udder instillations of cattle 
and is not required to be sterile, the 
penicillin used is exempt from the re¬ 
quirements of paragraph (a) <2), <3). 
and (4) of that section, or if packaged 
and labeled solely for subcutaneous in¬ 
jection In fowl, the procaine penicillin G 
used Is exempt from the requirements 
of paragraph (a) (2) and (3) of that 
section. The sesame oil and peanut oil 
used conform to the standards prescribed 
therefor by the DSP. The hardening 
agent is a refined hydrogenated and de¬ 
odorized peanut oil free from rancidity; 
it has an iodine value of not more than 
10; its free fatty acid content as oleic 
acid Is not more than one-tenth of 1 
percent and Us melting point is 64’ 

C. ±2* C. 


(Sec 507. 50 Stat. 463 aa amended; 3! U.8.C. 
357) 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of Us 
publication in the Federal Register file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue 8W., 
Washington, D.C., 20201, written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably In quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per¬ 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob¬ 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob¬ 
jections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to Justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective on the date of its publication 
in the Federal Register. 

(Secs 409(C) (1). 507. 59 8tat. 463 u amended. 
72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.8.C. 348(c)(1), 357) 

Dated: June 11. 1965. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

|FJl. Doc. 65 6437: Filed, June 17, 1965; 

8 49 am.| 


PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart F—Food Additives Resulting 
From Contact With Containers or 
Equipment and Food Additives 
Otherwise Affecting Food 

SLIM1C1DES 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
having evaluated the data in a petition 
(FAP 5131547) filed by Syracuse Uni¬ 
versity Research Corp.. 1075 Comstock 
Avenue. Syracuse. N.Y.. 13210. and other 
relevant material, has concluded that 
the food additive regulations should be 
amended to provide for the use of an 
additional item in the preparation of 
sllmicides used In the manufacture of 
paper and paperboard Intended for food- 
contact use. Therefore, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat, 
1786; 21 UJ3.C. 348(c)(1)). and under 
the authority delegated to the Commis¬ 
sioner by the Secretary of Health. Edu¬ 
cation. and Welfare (21 CFR 2.90 >. 
§ 121.2505(0 is amended by inserting 
alphabetically in the list of substances a 
new item, as follows: 


§ 121.2505 Slimicidco. 


• • * • 

(€>••• 

• 

Ltal or autoUooia 

Limitations 

• • • 

l^ t 6,*t.Tctr*.voCrlcyciol«.M.l *.«| dode- 
chop. 

• • • 

• • • • 

• 


Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Federal Register file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW* 
Washington, D.C., 20201. written objec¬ 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per¬ 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob¬ 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob¬ 
jections. If a hearing Is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to Justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accom¬ 
panied by a memorandum or brief in 
support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the Federal Register. 

(Sec. 409(c)(1). 72 Stat. 1786: 31 DSC 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated: June II. 1965. 

Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drug* 

JF.H. Doc. 65-6436; Filed. June 17. !**► 
8*48 a m | 
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Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter II— Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Deportment of the Interior 

APPENDIX—PUBUC LANO ORDERS 
| Public Land Order 36051 
| New Mexico 0655530) 

NEW MEXICO 

Partial Revocation of Public Land 
Order No. 509 of July 30, 1948 

By virtue of the authority vested In 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952, It is 

ordered iu» follows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 509 of July 
30. 1948, which withdrew public lands 
in the 8tate of New Mexico for use by 
the Department of the Army for ex¬ 
pansion of the water supply at Alamo¬ 
gordo Air Field. Is hereby revoked so far 
as it affrets the following described land: 
New Mexico Principal Meridian 


T 17 a, R. 10 E , 

Sec 20. NEV;. BftNWft. SftSWft. EftSKft. 

The areas described aggregate 400 
scre- ,; The land lies approximately 6 
nilles south of Alamogordo. N. Mex. 
Topography consists of very rough foot¬ 
hills bisected by several arroyos. Soils 
are shallow and gravelly, with large 
boulders covering much of the surface. 
Vegetation consists of native browse with 
a sparse grass cover. 

2. The State of New Mexico has waived 
the preference right of application af¬ 
forded it by R£. 2276 as amended <43 
U&.C 852). 

3 At 10 a.nu, on July 16, 1965. the 
lands shall be open to the operation 
of the public land law's generally, in¬ 
cluding the mining and the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws, subject to valid existing rights, 
the provisions of existing withdrawals, 
and the requirements of applicable law. 
All valid applications received at or prior 
to 10 am., on July 16, 1965, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at that 
time Those filed thereafter shall be 
considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
oe addressed to the Manager. Land Of- 
“2* Bureau of Land Management, Post 
Office Box 1449. 3anta Pe. N. Mex. 

John A. Carver, Jr„ 

Under Secretary of the Interior . 

Jtfxt 10, 1965. 

IMl Doc. 65-6335; Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8:45 am.| 


(Public Land Order 3696) 
[Sacramento 078468] 


CALIFORNIA 

Opening of Lands Subject to Section 
24 of the Federal Power Act 

.^ tuc °* Lhe authority contained 
* 24 of thc Act ot Ju™ 10. 1920 
« Stat. 1075; 16 U£.C. 818). as amend- 
d Pursuant to the determination of 


the Federal Power Commission in DA- 
104 9-Callf orn la. it is ordered as follows: 

Subject to valid existing rights, thc 
provisions of existing withdrawals and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
following described lands in the Klamath 
National Forest, withdrawn in Power- 
site Classification No. 116, shall at 10 
a.m., on July 16. 1965. be open to such 
forms of disposition as may by law be 
made of national forest lands, subject to 
the provisions of section 24 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act of June 10. 1920. supra: 

Klamath National Forest 

HUMBOLDT MERIDIAN 

T. 16 N„ R 7 E.. 

Sec. 11. the** portions of lots 5. 6. and 
SftSWft lying N of the Klamath River. 

The areas described aggregate 9.2 
acres. In Siskiyou County. 

The lands have been open to applica¬ 
tions and offers under the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws, and to location under the 
United States mining laws. 

John A. Carver. Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10. 1965. 

|FR. Doc 65-6336: Filed. June 17. 1065: 

8:45 a m ) 


| Public Land Order 3697 J 
(Washington 05697) 

WASHINGTON 

Revocation In Whole or in Port of 
Forest Service Administrative Sites 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive Or¬ 
der No 10355 of May 26. 1952 <17 F.R. 
4831), it Is ordered as follows: 

1. The departmental orders which 
withdrew national forest lands as na¬ 
tional forest administrative sites, are 
hereby revoked so far as they affect the 
following described lands: 

WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
GIFFORD rtNCHOT NATIONAL forest 

(a) Trapper Creek Site (order of 19-13-06). 

T. 8 N., R. 6 E. (unaunreyed), 

Sec. 25. part. 

T. 6 N.. R. 7 E. (unaurveyed), 

Sec. 31. part. 

Aggregating approximately 96 acres. 

(b) Paekwood Lake 81te (order of 6-9-08). 

T, 13 N . R. 10 B. (Unaurreyed), 

Sec. 28, part. 

Containing about 2.50 acres. 

MT. BAKER NATIONAL FOREST 

(a) Trout Marsh Site (order of 11-23-06). 

T.30N., R. 10 B. 

Sec. 22, SftNW ViSW ft. 

Containing about 20 acres. 

(b) Station 33 (order of 11-23-06). 

T. 37 N., R. 12 E , 

Sec. 21. part of lot 2. 

Containing about 10 acres. 

OKANOGAN NATIONAL FOUST 

Ventura Site (order of 10-26-08). 

T. 36 N.. R. 19 E.. 

Sec. 5. part. 

Containing about 40 acres. 


UMATILLA NATIONAL FOREST 

(a) Pataha Site (order of 7-33-08). 

T.9N..R.42 B.. 

Sec. 3, 3W%NW>4. 

Containing about 40 acres. 

(b) Administrative Site No 1 (order of 
1-18-08). 

T. 9 N . R 42 B. 

See. l.SBftNWft: 
sec. 2. lot l. 

Containing about 91.49 acres. 

OKANOGAN NATIONAL FOREST 

Ventura Site (order of 10-26-08). 

T. 37N .R. 19 E . 

Sec. 17. part. 

Containing about 20 acres. 

The areas described aggregate ap¬ 
proximately 319 acres in Okanogan. Gar¬ 
field. Skamania. Lewis, Snohomish, and 
Whatcom Counties. 

2. At 10 am., on July 16, 1965, the 
lands will be open to such forms of dis¬ 
position as may by law be made of 
national forest lands. 

John A. Carver, Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10. 1965. 

|F.R Doc. 65-6337; Filed, June 17. 1966; 
8 .45 a m.) 


| Public Land Order 3698) 
(Washington 067771 

WASHINGTON 

Partial Revocation of Reclamation 
Withdrawal 

By virtue of the authority contained 
In section 3 of the Act of June 17, 1902 
(32 Stat. 388; 43 U.S.C. 416) as amended 
and supplemented, it Is ordered as 
follows: 

1. The order of the Bureau of Recla¬ 
mation dated June 1. 1947, concurred In 
by the Bureau of Land Management on 
June 18. 1947, withdrawing lands for the 
Columbia Basin Project, is hereby re¬ 
voked so far as it affects the following 
described lands: 

Willamette Meridian 

T. 16 N., R. 23 E.. 

Sec. 2. lots 1.2.8ftNBft, Sft! 

Sec. 10. lots 1, 4, 6.8; 

8ec. 12; 

Sec. 14; 

8cc 24, Nft; 

See 28. NWftSWft. 

T. 1BN .R 24 E.. 

Sec. 2. loU 1. 2. 3. 4; 

Sec. 4. lots 1. 2.8.4; 

Sec. 6; 

Sec, 8; 

Sec. 10.WftEft.8Wft; 

Sec. 12. Nft,8Wft; 

8ec. 14; 

Sec.18; 

Sec. 20, Nft. NftSft; 

Sec.22.Nft,Nft8ft; 

Sec. 24. Nft. 

T. 15N..R.25K, 

Sec. 2; 

Sec. 4; 

8ec. 8.8ft; 

Sec. 10: 

Sec. 12; 

Sec. 18. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


T.15N,R.ME„ 

Sec. 

8cc. 6. NH. SWH. W^SE*. SKHSEH: 

Sec. B; 

Sec. 10; 

Sec, 12; 

Sec lB.NVfcNyfc. 

T. 15 N.. R.27B., 

Sec. 8' 

Sec! 10.8HNEH.NWH.8H: 

Sec. 12. SH: 

See. 14; 

8ec. 24. N*£NV»* 

The areas described aggregate 
16.174.93 acres in Grant County, of 
which lots 1. 2. 3. and 4. of sec. 4. T. 15 
N.. R. 24 E., have been patented. 

The lands are located on the top or 
slopes of the Saddle Mountains. Vege¬ 
tative cover is brush and native grasses 
and forbs. 

2. Until 10 a.m., on December 9. 1965. 
the State of Washington shall have a 
preferred right of application to select 
the public lands as provided by R 3. 2276. 
as amended (43 UjS.C. 852). After that 
date and hour the lands shall become 
subject to operation of the public land 
laws generally, subject to valid existing 
rights: the provisions of existing with¬ 
drawals. and the requirements of appli¬ 
cable law. All valid applications received 
at or prior to 10 ajn.. on July 16. 1965. 
shall be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that time. Those filed thereafter 
shall be considered In the order of filing. 

3. The lands have been open to appli¬ 
cations and oilers under the mineral 
leasing laws. They will be open to loca¬ 
tion under the United States mining laws 
after 10 am, on December 9. 1965. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Officer in Charge. 
District Field Office. Bureau of Land 
Management. Spokane. Wash. 

John A. Carvtb. Jr.. 

Under Secretary of the Interior. 

Junk 10.1965. 

IFIl Doc. 65-6338; Filed. June 17. 1965; 

8 45 nm.l 


l Public Land Order 36991 
(Oregon 013542; 013543; 012544) 

OREGON 

PowersSte Restoration No. 599; Pow- 
ersite Cancellations No. 184 and 
No. 185; Revocation of Certain 
Power Withdrawals; Opening 
Lands Subject to Section 24, Federal 
Power Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President by section 1 of the Act of 
June 25. 1910 (36 Stat. 847; 43 U.S.C. 
141), and pursuant to Executive Order 
No. 10355 of May 26. 1952 <17 F.R. 4831). 
and by virtue of the authority contained 
in the Acts of March 3. 1879 (20 Stat. 
394; 43 U.S.C. 31). June 9. 1916 (39 Stat. 
218). and 1950 Reorganisation Plan No. 3 
(64 Stat. 1262; 5 U.BC. 133*^15. note), 
and by virtue of the authority contained 
in section 24 of the Act of June 10. 1920 
(41 Stat. 1075; 16 U.S.C. 818). as amend¬ 
ed. and pursuant to the determination of 
the Federal Power Commission docketed 
as DA-493-Oregon. it is ordered as 
follows: 


1. The Executive Orders of July 10. 
1912. and December 12. 1917, establish¬ 
ing Powersite Reserves No. 285, and Nos. 
661 and 664, respectively, and the de¬ 
partmental orders of December 12. 1917, 
and January 21, 1927. creating Water 
Power Designation No. 14 and Power- 
site Classification No. 164. respectively, 
are hereby revoked so far as they affect 
the following described lands: 

WauMrm Muzoiam 


T. 17 8.. R, 1 E,. 

See. 16. SBHNEH. NWfcNWV*. NEHSWH. 
and SWHSWH: 

Sec. 19. lot 10. 

T. 10 8.. R. 2 E.. 

See. 34.SWttSE*4. 

T. 17 8 , R2E, 

Sec. 1, lots. 

T. 10 8.. R. 3 E.. 

Sec. 32. 8HNW»4. 

T. 17 S„ R. 3 E. 

Sec. 5, lot 5; 

Sec. 8. NE’iNEK. 

T. 16 8.. R 4 E. 

Sec. ll.SW^SWK; 

Sec. 21.SE-4SEV4; 

Sec. 22, SWHSWH- 

T. 15 8., R 5 E. (unsurveyed), 

8ec. 31. 8WV;NWVi. NW*8W*4. 8HSWH. 
And SB*. 

T. 16 8.. R 5 

Sec 6, EH And EVfcWH: 

Sec 7, KH.*HWH.*nd SWHSWH: 

Sec. 13. NHNWH; 

Sec. 14. lots. 3. 4. 5. NHNE%. NE^NWH. 
and8HSWfc; 

8ec. 16. lots 9. 10. NHSEftSWH. N^SW'4 
8EH. and SEHSEH: 

Sec. 16. lots 8 and 9; 

Sec. 17. 6WHNWK. and NHNHNWH 
SWH: 

Sec. 16. 8EHNEH. NEH8EHSWH. and 
8HSEHSWH: 

6cc. 21. SBHNEH. and W^NWH; 

Sec. 22. SHNWK. NBH8WH. and NW'4 

81 

See. 24. SBHNEH. SBHNW‘4. and 
8WH- 

T. 17 8., R. 5 E. (unsurveyed). 

All lands withdrawn under Power Site 
Classification No. 164 within secs. 16 and 
34 and all other lands in said township 
not also withdrawn by Public Land Order 
No. 1808 for the use of the Corps of 
Engineers for the Cougar Project. 

T. 18 3,. K.5E (unsurveyed). 

All lands situated within one-fourth mile 
of South Fork McKenzie Hirer which, 
on the basis of latest protraction data, 
lie within seca. 2, 4. 10. 11. 13. 14. 15. 22. 
35. and 36. 

T 16 8^ R- 6H E. (unsurveyed). 

All those tracts originally described in 
Power Site Classification No. 164 ss be¬ 
ing within one-fourth mile of South 
Fork McKenzie River in secs. 32 and 33 
and now more properly described on the 
basis of latest protraction data os being 
In secs. 31 and 62, T. 18 8.. R OK, 

T. 19 8., R. 6H E. (unsurveyed), 

All lands within one-fourth mile of South 
Fork McKenzie River which on the basis 
of latest protraction data lie in secs. 1. 
2. 3. 4. and 5. 

T. 14 8.. R. 6E . 

Bee. 36.EV,NE«4 and SBH 

T. 15 8^ R. 6 B.. 

Sec. 1. NBH: 

Sec. 2. SEHSEH: 

Sec. 12. 8HNEH: 

Sec. 13. SHKEH and NH8EH: 

Sec 22. All portions within one-fourth 
mile of Deer Creek or one-half mile of 
McKenzie River. 

Sec. 27. All portions within one-half mile 
of McKenzie River; 

Sec. 84. All portions within one-half mile 
of McKenzie River. 


8ec 35. WHWH and all lands withdrawn 
In Power Site Classification No. 154 lying 
within one-half mile of McKern? < e futw 
and OH alio Creek and within one-fourth 
mile of Deer Creek from its mouth to s 
point one mile upstream, all within 
secs. 1, 2. 11. 12. 13. 14. 22. 23. 24. 26. 27. 
34 and 35 except those tracts in iht 
NHWEH of sec 11 SEHSWH of sec 12. 
and EHNWH of sec. 13 
T 16 8 R 6 B 

8ec. 1. lots 8. 13. NEHSWH. »*>d SHSWfc; 

Sec. 2. lots 11 to 23 Incl.. 27, 28. and 29 

Sec. 7. lot 4 and 8EH8WH; 

Sec. 9, lots 7. 8. 9. 10. 11. 12. and SHNWtt; 

Sec. 10. lota 13. 14. and EHSEH; 

Sec. 11, lots 10 to 18 incU SE^SWU 
NEV48EH. and 8H8EH: 

Sec, 12. NW%. and NWHSWH: 

Sec. 13. lota 3. 4, 5. 6. and 7; 

Sec. 14. iota 4. 5. 9. SWH. NWHSBH. and 
8HSEK: 

Sec. 15. 8KHNBK. NWH. NHSEH. *nd 
8KHSBK: 

Sec. 16, NH: 

8ec. 17. lota 2. 8. 9. 

8WK. And 8W*8EH: 

Sec. 18, lota 7. 8. 11. and NE%8£H: 

Sec. 19. lota 5. 6. and 7; 

Sec. 20. 8H8EH: 

Sec. 21. SWH. NHSKtt. and SW^SE#: 

Sec. 23. nhnh; 

Sec. 24. lota 1 to 11 Inch. 13. and SWHSKH: 

Sec. 26. iota 3. 4. 6. 6. 7. 8. and SWVjNWVi; 

Sec. 27. NEH.EHKWH.And SEH* 

Sec. 28. NWHNEH. 8HNEH- and 

NWH: 

Sec. 30. lou 2 and 2; 

Sec. 35. lota 1. 2.3.4.7. and 8; 

Seo. 86. WHNWH* and EH8WH 
T. 17 8.. K 6 E. (unsurveyed), 

All lands as originally withdrawn In Power- 
site Classification No. 164 In sold town¬ 
ship except thoee which, on the bwlf 
of latest protraction data, are more 
properly described as lying within one- 
fourth mile of Horse Creek and Separa¬ 
tion Creek in iec. 1. T. 17 8.. R. 6 
and In secs. 13 and 14. T. 17 6., R 6H B 


T. 18 8. R. 6 B.. (unsurveyed). 

All those lands as originally withdrawn In 
Powersite ClaaalflcaUon No. 164 lying 
within one-fourth mile of Horse Creek, 
now more properly described on the taasia 
of latest protraction data as being tn 
seca. 34. 35. and 36. T. 17 8.. R. 6H *+ 
and In sec l.T. 18 8.. R. 6H * 


T. 14 8.. R. 7 Em 

Sec. 8, lou I. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. and $; 
Sec. 9. lot 1 and NW)48WH; 

Sec. 17. BH and KHSWH: 

Sec. 20. NWHNWH. 8H8WH. and SW* 


SBH; 

Sec. 30. EH: 

Sec. 31. loU 1. 3. 3. 4. NEH. ind 


NKH3WH- 
T. 17 Sm B- 7 Em 

All lands ss originally withdrawn la 
Power Site Classification No. 164 except 
those more properly described on U* 
basis of latest protraction data ss lyu»g 
• within one-fourth mile of Separation 
Creek and being In secs. 21. 22. 23. 37. 
and 28. 


T. 18 8. R. 7 K.. 

sec B. 8HNH and NHSH* 
Sec. 9. SWH; 

Sec. 15. SWH: 

Sec. 16; 

Sec. 17. NH and 8BH: 

Sec. 21. NH andSEH: 

Sec. 22; 

Sac. 23; 


Sec. 26. NH: 
Sec. 27, NH- 


rhe areas described, including thepub- 
. national forest, and reeested On'S® 
d California Railroad grant Ian®. 







FEDERAL REGISTER 


Friday, June 18, 196S 


7899 


Most of the hinds are in the Willamette 

National Forest. 

a In DA-493-Oregon, the Federal 
Power Commission vacated the with¬ 
drawals created pursuant to the filing of 
applications for preliminary permits, and 
licenses, for Projects Nos. 852, 1068, and 
2059. for the following described lands: 

WlLLAUnTS Mkxidiam 

T. 17 8 ♦ R. 3 S . 
etc y lot 6. 

T.14&.R 6K.. 

flee. 36. SEKNKfc. NB^SKK. »** 3%8E% 

T. 15 S, R. 6 K.. 

Sec 1. NEVi: 

Sec 13. 

T. IS 3, R 8 E~. 

Sec. 3. lota 1. 2.7.10. 11.14. and 15; 

Sec. 10. lots and 
T.1JS .R 7E . 

Sec 31. lot l. N^NKfc. and NEfcNWK: 
Sec. 32. NWfcNWft. 8%NW»4. E^SWV;. 

end 8W‘48BVi. 

T.I4 S..R.7E, 

Sec 5. lota 2. 6. 0. 7. 8. SWV 4 WB*4. and 

8E! 4 3E*4; 

Sec S, lota 1 to 8. Inclusive; 

Sec. 0. lot 1. 8WKNWK. and NW^SW* 4 ; 
Sec. 17. NE*4. SK%8W^. N^SE^. and 

sw‘ % sk*4: 

8ec. 30. S‘45W%. and SWV48E44: 

Sec 29. NW* and WVi8W%: 

8ec.30.EVi; 

Sec 31. lota X S. 4. NB%. KSNW%. NB% 
SW«i, and NVi8E*4: 

Sec 32 NWViNWfc. 

T. 158,R7K.. 

SecS. loti. 


The areas described aggregate approx¬ 
imately 3.292 acres. About 1.500 acres 
form a part of the lands described In 
Ptragraph 1. of the order. 

3. In DA 493-Oregon, the Federal 
Power Commission determined that the 
ralue of the following described lands will 
not be injured or destroyed for purposes 
of power development by location, entry, 
or selection under the appropriate public 
land Uws, subject to the provisions of 
•cctlon 24 of the Federal Power Act: 


WimuanTS Maxim an 

T.17 8..R. l e„ 

Sec. is, lots t to 7 Inc!.. NE Vi NR Vi ant 
„ «WKNE*4. 

T. 16 S , H2E, 

8«C. 28.lot 9; 

8«c 33. lot 2; 

8«c. 35. lot 6. 

T, 17 8, R. 2 E., 

1. lot 4: 

8cc. 2, lot 4. 

T WS.R SE. 

Sec- Sl.lotaT.S. 0 . and 10. 

T JI 8 R 3R ’ 

?*• f* ! ot 2 except the north 20 acres; 

Sf J- ota 5. 6. 7. and MWfcNW%; 

8«c.5.tota l, 4. and NK';8EK; 

N*isW!i 4 * *' 8 ^ NEV4 ‘ ****** and 

J^^ de8cribed aggregate approxi- 

1.041 acres. 

18 a m * on December 9, 1965 
2* ° rc 8on shall have the pre- 
ouh^ \T h } of R PPNcAtion to select the 
»yy .*. 11 ads for school indemnity pur- 
** Rs 227e * 

5 Ar^ 43 D S C * 852) * 

^blic lan^ °n f >ecember I**, the 

Uon sha ll be open to the opera- 

•ubiert rT C lan d 1 *wb generally, 

vision* o? IjS?, cxiaUn 8 rights, the pro- 
^oinmilnt withdrawals, the 
^wrements of applicable law. All 


valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on December 9. 1965, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. Those received thereafter shall be 
considered In the order of filing. 

6. The national forest lands and re¬ 
vested Oregon and California Railroad 
grant lands shall be open at 10 a.m. on 
July 16.1965, to such forms of disposition 
as may by law be made of such lands. 

7. Any disposals of the lands described 
In paragraph 3 of this order shall be 
subject to the provisions of section 24 
of the Federal Power Act, supra, as speci¬ 
fied by the Federal Power Commission in 
its determination. 

8. The lands have been open to ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, and to location under the 
United States mining laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management. Portland, 
Oregon. 

John A. Carver. Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10. 1965. 

|FR. Doc. 65-6389; Plied. June 17. 1065; 

8:45 a.m.) 


| Public Land Order 37001 
(Anchorage 023000] 

ALASKA 

Withdrawing Lands for Use of Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force as Recreation 
Sites; Revoking Public Land Order 
No. 1350 of October 23, 1956 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 26. 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands are 
hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap¬ 
propriation under the public lands laws, 
including the mining laws (ch. 2. Title 
30 U.S.C.), but not from leasing under 
the mineral leasing laws and reserved for 
use of the UB. Air Force as recreational 
sites: 

Skwaxd Meridian 

Naknek Recreation Camp Site No. 1 

T. 18 8.. R. 44 W. (Unnurveycd), 

See. 4. 8*ANE«4SW%8WV4. NVi8EV4SWV4 
SWfc, and SW^SE'ASWViSWK. 

Naknek Recreation Camp Site No. 2 
T. 17 3.. R 44 W„ 

3cc. 25. N^SEViNBViSand NHflft 

6HViW!*8**4. 

T. 17 3.. R. 43 W. (Unaurveyed), 

See. 30. SWV4NW%NWV43WV4 and NW«4 
SWV4NWV48WV4. 

The areas described aggregate 20.26 
acres. 

X Public Land Order No. 1350 of Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1956, which withdrew the follow¬ 
ing described lands for use of the De¬ 
partment of the Air Force as recreational 
sites. Is hereby revoked: 

Naknek Recreational Camp Site No. 1 

Beginning at a point where N latitude 58 *- 
38' line Intersects the mean high water mark 
on the NW shore of the Naknek River. In 


the vicinity of Naknek Air Faroe Base. Alaska, 
thence: 

Southerly 410 feet along high water mark: 

W. 520 feet; 

N. 750 feet; 

E. 625 feet; 

S. 375 foot to the point of beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
10 acres. 

Naknek Recreational Camp Site No. 2 

Beginning at a point where W longitude 
166*28* line Intersects the mean high water 
mark on the N shore of the Naknek River 
near the confluence of Naknek Lake, thence: 

N. 625 feet; 

E 750 feet; 

8. 400 feet to the said high water mark on 
the N shore of the Naknek River; thence 

meandering southwesterly along the mean 
high water mark of Naknek River 770 feet to 
the point of beginning. 

The tract described contains approximately 
10 acres. 

3. Until 10 &.m. on September 9, 1965. 
the State of Alaska shall have a preferred 
right to select the lands described In par¬ 
agraph 2 hereof as provided by the act of 
July 28. 1956 (70 Stot. 709; 48 UB.C. 46- 
3b). and section 6(g) of the Alaska 
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 <72 Stat. 
339), and the regulations in 43 CFR 
2222.9. 

4. This order shall not otherwise be¬ 
come effective to change the status of the 
lands described in paragraph 2 hereof 
until after 10 a.m. on September 9, 1965, 
at which time the lands shall be open to 
the operation of the public land laws 
generally, including the mining laws, 
subject to valid existing rights, the pro¬ 
visions of existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All valid 
applications, received at or prior to 10 
aon. on September 9, 1965, shall be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. Those received thereafter shall be 
considered in the order of filing. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager, Land Of¬ 
fice. Bureau of Land Management, An¬ 
chorage. Alaska. 


John A. Carver, Jr.* 
Under Secretary of the Interior . 

June 10.1965. 

(Fit. Doc. 65-6340; FUed. June 17, 1065; 
8:46 am.] 


| Public Land Order 37011 
| Mlsc-88702) 

COLORADO, CALIFORNIA, AND 
ARIZONA 

Withdrawal for Protection of Natural 
Areas on the Public Lands; Correc¬ 
tion and Partial Revocation of Pub¬ 
lic Land Order No. 3530 of January 
29, 1965 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the President and pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10355 of May 20. 1952 (17 F.R. 
4831). It 1s ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands which 
arc under the Jurisdiction of the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior, are hereby with- 
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drawn from all forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws. Including the 
mining laws (Chap. 2, Title 30, U-S.C.), 
for the protection of unique scientific 
and recreation values: 

Ooi/Muno 

SIXTH PftlNllfAL MttlBUN 

Sand Dune Area 
T. 10 N. R 70 W 

Sec 1. lot 1. SEftNEft. ant! NE ';SEft. 

Containing 120.07 acres In Jackson 
County. 

California 

MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN 

Pittlr Cypress Areas 

T. 27 S..R 33 E , 

8«c. 24.8Eft nndEftSW‘4; 

Sec. 26. NEft and NEftNWft. 

Containing 440 acres In Kern County. 
Arizona 

GILA AND SALT RIVKB MERIDIAN 

Tvrbinclla and Gambc/ Oak Area 

T. 32 N., R 13 W., 

Sec 18. lots 3 and 4. and Eft SWft. 

Containing 153J)8 acres Mohave County. 

2. The description of lands withdrawn 
for the rare lizard and snake area, by 
Public Land Order No. 3530, is amended 
to read: 

Colorado 

NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN 

Rare Lizard and Snake Area 

T. 36 N., R. 20 W.. 

Sec. 22. lots 3. 4. 7. 8. and 8Eft: 

Sec. 27. lots 1,2. 6. and 8. 

Containing 443.39 acres In Montexitma 
County. 

3. Public Land Order No. 3530 of Jan¬ 
uary 29. 1965, is hereby revoked so far as 
it afreets the following described lands: 

Arizona 

GILA AND BALT RIVER MERIDIAN 

Turbinclla and Gam be l Oak Area 

T. 39 N.. R. 14 W., 

Sec. 12. SEft and E',,SW^. 

Containing 240 acres In Mohave County. 
California 

MOUNT DIABLO MERIDIAN 

Piute Cypress Area 

T. 27 8.. R. 35 E., 

Sec. 24, SEft undBftSWft; 

Sec. 25. NSft and NEftNWft. 

Containing 440 acres lp Kern County. 

4. At 10 a.m.. on December 9. 1965. the 
lands released from withdrawal by para¬ 
graphs 2 and 3 of this order, shall be 
open to disposition under the public 
land laws generally, subject to valid ex¬ 
isting rights the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the 6-month prefer¬ 
ence right filing period afforded certain 
States by R.S. 2276 as amended. 

5. The withdrawal made by paragraph 
1 of this order does not alter the appli¬ 
cability of the public land laws governing 
the use of the lands under leases, license 
or permit, or governing the disposal of 


their mineral and vegetative resources 
other than under the mining laws. 

John A. Carver. Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10, 1965. 

|F.R. Doc. 65-6341; Filed, June 17. 1965; 
8:46 a-ro 1 


(Public Land Order 37021 
(Sacramento 0780631 

CALIFORNIA 

Withdrawal of Land for Public 
Recreation Site 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive Or¬ 
der No. 10355 of May 26.* 1952 <17 F.R. 
4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights and 
to the limitations imposed by paragraph 
3 of this order, the following described 
public lands, which are under the Juris¬ 
diction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
are hereby withdrawn from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, Including the mining laws (Chap. 

2. Title 30, US.C.), and reserved for a 
public recreation site: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 

> j * 33 jq || 

See i. lot 12’’ NWftNEftSWft. Rttd NEft 
NWft8Wft. 

The areas described contain approxi¬ 
mately 60 acres. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of the 
public land laws governing the use of the 
lands under lease, license, or permit, or 
governing the disposal of their mineral 
and vegetative resources, other than un¬ 
der the mining laws. 

3. Nothing in this order shall prevent 
the filing of an application by the State 
of California for the disposition of the 
lands withdrawn by this order under the 
Recreation and Public Purposes Act, as 
amended (43 UJ3.C..secs. 869-869.4). 


T.78, R.4E , 

See 3,8ft. 

The areas described aggregate 960 
acres in Owyhee County. 

The land has a long, gentle eastward 
slope with a few small knolls. Soils art 
predominantly a deep silt loam. &HghUy 
gravelly in places. Principal vencuuoc 
Is shadscale. 

2. The area has been used by the De¬ 
partment of the Air FOrce as a bomblai 
range. That Department has had the 
lands thoroughly searched. The land* 
have been cleared of all explosive ord¬ 
nance and residue reasonably possible to 
detect. However, all buried ordnance 
may not have been detected. To that ex¬ 
tent, use of the land involves danger. 

3. Until 10 a.m.. on December 9, 1965, 
the State of Idaho shall have a preferred 
right of application to select the lands 
as provided by R.S. 2276, as amended 
<43 UB.C. 852). After that date and 
hour the lands shall become subject to 
application, petition, location and se¬ 
lection generally, including applications 
and offers under the mineral leaslni 
laws, subject to valid existing rUhts, lbe 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior 
to 10 a jn.. on July 16. 1965, shall be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
time. Those filed thereafter rhall be 
considered in the order of filing. 

4. The lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws 
after 10 am., on December 9, 1965. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Land Of¬ 
fice. Bureau of Land Management 
Boise, Idaho. 

John A. Carvcr. Jr.. 

Under Secretary of the Intenor , 

June 10.1965. 

(Fit Doc. 66-6343; Filed. Junt 17. 1866: 

8:46 am.) 


(Public Land Order 3704) 


John A. Carver. Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10, 1965. 

(F.R. Doc. 65-6342; FUed. June 17. 1965; 
8:46 RJXL| 


| Public Land Order 3703) 

| Idaho 06855] 

IDAHO 

Partial Revocation of Public Land 

Order No. 1898 of July 13, 1959 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
President and pursuant to Executive Or¬ 
der No. 10355 of May 26. 1952 <17 FH. 
4831). it is ordered aa follows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 1898 of July 
13, 1959. so far as it reserved the follow¬ 
ing described public lands under the 
Jurisdiction of the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior as a safety measure for the pro¬ 
tection of the public, is hereby revoked: 

Boxsr Meridian 


T. 6 S.. R. 2 K-. 
See. 34. 


(Anchorage 028640J 


ALASKA 

Revocation of Public Land Order 

No. 1752 of November 12, 1958 

By virtue of the authority vested In 
he President and pursuant to Execu- 
ive Order No. 10355 of May 26 ,1952 <n 
? M. 4831), it is ordered as follows: 

1. Public Land Order No. 1752 of No- 
ember 12,1958, which withdrew the Kn¬ 
owing described land for u*e ox 
department of the Air Force for nil - 
ary purposes, is hereby revoked. 

3s ward Meridian 

r. 6 8., R. 13 W•« _ _,,,* , i-a 

Bee. 29. SWINE’,. S^HWW- SW ‘ 

NWUSK*. 

The areas described atttetak 
,cres of public and nonpuMIc 
rhe lands arc located about 5 m** 
if Homer. Alaska The soil 141 
upportlng a vegetative cover of rW 

_ -~r.it or nA Stands of Spru 
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betas the SKiSEViNWK. NEV'.SWV;,. 
SMfW&NWyiSEK. and N'/iSWV* 
NWt' 4 SEV 4 , have been patented. 

2 Until 10 am.. on September 9. 1965, 
the Sute of Alaska shall have a pre¬ 
ferred right to select the public lands as 
orovlded by the Act of July 28. 1956 (70 
Slat 709; 48 U.S.C. 46~3b), section 6(g) 
of the Alaska Statehood Act of July 7 t 
1958 ( 72 Stat. 339). and the r egula tions 
tn 43 CPU 2222.9 (formerly 43 CFR. Part 
79>. 

3 This order shall not otherwise be¬ 
come effective to change the status of 
the public lands until 10 a.m.. on Sep¬ 
tember 9. 1965. At that time they shall 
be open to the operation of the public 
Und laws generally, including the min¬ 
ing and mineral leasing laws, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
cxisiiny withdrawals, and the require¬ 
ments of applicable law. All valid ap¬ 
plications except preference rights 
applications from the State of Alaska 
received at or prior to 10 a.m.. on July 16. 
1965. will be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that time. Those received there¬ 
after will be considered In the order of 
filing. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Land Office. 
Bureau of Land Management. Anchor¬ 
age, Alaska. 

John A. Carver. Jr,. 

Under Secretary of the Interior. 


June 10. 1965. 

(Pit. Doc Co-C344; Plied. June 17. 1965; 
8:48 u m.| 


'Public Land Order 3705) 
(Anchorage 0816291 

ALASKA 

Portly Revoking Executive Order 
No. 8278 of October 28. 1939 

By virtue of the authority vested In 
u»e President by section 1 of the Act of 
June 25. 1910 <36 Stat. 847: 43 U.S.C. 
■ill. and pursuant to Executive Order 
"° 10355 of May 26. 1952 117 F.R. 4831>. 
tt 1*ordered as follows: 

1- Executive Order No. 8278 of Octo- 
28. 1939 , withdrawing the eastern 
Portion of Kodiak Island for naval pur- 
is hereby revoked so far as it 
seeds the following described lands; 

Gibson Cove Ailka 


Kodiak ISLAND. ALASKA 

at corner No. 1 of U.8. Survey N< 
"7; whlch Is located at latitude 57*47' l 
on^tnde 153*28'30" W., and Is the tru 
°* *h!s description; thenc 
to a potnl on th0 M lln * c 


8 it 10 11 P°l nt on the 3-4 

UBS 1873; 

t 10 corn ® r NO- 3 of US 

S fCtt lo corn ®r No. 2 of U5 

eflS«!ii? corner No - 1 ‘mrandei 
thcn< * following tht 

SU f Co^ ’ 87S “ OU " d ’ 

8 M’30- W ' f *** *° * P°' nt: 

8 18'4r* ^ feet 10 a P° ln t; 

8 to ‘to- F ?£*7J ittl 10 11 P° lnt i 

N 79-00 ^' 10 ft point; 

H . War,' F tett *° 11 P° lnt *‘ 

8 23-30' r ” *° a P° lnt « 

30 * H6J22 feet to a point; 


S 29 * 15' W.. 403 26 feet to a point; 

8. 51*45' W.. 328 02 feet to a point; thence 

S. 57*30' W, 554.40 feet to corner No. 5. 
meander corner of USS 1673; 

W. 831.30 feet to a point on the 4-5 line 
of USS 1073; 

S. 45*00' S.. to a point on Uie 11-12 line 
of USS 2539; 

N 05*05 30'' W . 8.486.68 feet to corner 
No. 1 of USS 2539. which la the true point 
of beginning of thla description. 

The tract described contains 654.51 acres. 

The tract consists mainly of water and 
marginal lands lying on the northerly 
shore of St. Paul Harbor on Kodiak Is¬ 
land. About ten acres are the subject 
of a withdrawal application Alcd by the 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
This tract, therefore, will remain segre¬ 
gated in accordance with the regulations 
in 43 CFR 2311.1-2<a> (formerly CFR 
295.11a) until final action upon the ap¬ 
plication has been taken. 

2. Until 10 a m., on September 9, 1965, 
the State of Alaska shall have a pre¬ 
ferred right to select the lands as pro¬ 
vided by the Act of July 28. 1956 (70 
Stat. 709, 48 U.S.C. 46-3b) and section 
6g of the Act of July 7. 1958 (72 Stat. 
339). After that date and hour the 
lands shall become subject to settlement 
and to application, petition, location and 
selection generally, subject to valid exist¬ 
ing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law* and procedures. All valid 
applications received at or prior to 10 
a.m.. on July 16, 1965, shall be considered 
as simultaneously filed at that time. 
Those filed thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

3. The lands have been open to ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, and to location for metal¬ 
liferous minerals. They will be open to 
location under the United States mining 
law r s for nonmetaiUferous minerals after 
10 a.m., on September 9, 1965. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Manager. Land Office, 
Bureau of Land Management, Anchor¬ 
age. Alaska. 

John A. Carver. Jr., 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 

June 10. 1965. 

|F.R. Doc. 65-6345; Filed, June 17. 1965; 

8:46 am.) 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I — Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(No. 32248) 

PART 131—UNITED STATES SAFETY 
APPLIANCE STANDARDS (RAIL¬ 
ROAD) 

Track Motorcars and Pushcars 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 3, held at 
its office in Washington. D.C.. this 20th 
day of May AD. 1965. 

It appearing, that notice of proposed 
rule making was issued in the above- 


entitled proceeding on August 17. 1957 
(22 F.R, 6623). pursuant to section 4(a) 
of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003), for the purpose of giving 
effect to the holding of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in The Balti¬ 
more and Ohio Railroad Company v. 
Daniel T. Jackson (353 U.S. 325 decided 
May 13.1957); 

It further appearing, that hearing on 
the matter and things has been held; 

And it further appearing, that the 
Division has, on the date hereof, made 
and filed Its report In this proceeding 
containing Us findings of fact and con¬ 
clusions thereon, which said report is 
hereby referred to and made a part here¬ 
of: and good cause appearing therefor; 

It is ordered. That 49 CFR Part 131. be. 
and the same is hereby, amended, effec¬ 
tive January 1, 1967, by adding thereto 
two new sections, S 131.25 Track motor¬ 
cars ( self-propelled 4-wheel cars which 
can be removed from the rails by men ) 
and 1 131.26 Pushcars. reading as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 131.25 Track mot ore an* (self-pro¬ 
pel led l-w lire I earn which can he re¬ 
moved from the rail* by men). 

(a) Handbrakes (includes foot op¬ 
erated brake). Each track motorcar 
shall be equipped with an efficient hand¬ 
brake so located that it can be safely 
operated while the car is in motion. 
Each handbrake shall be equipped with 
a ratchet or other suitable device which 
will provide a means of keeping the 
brake applied when car is not in motion. 

Note: The requirement* of this rule will be 
satlaflad if the ratchet or other suitable de¬ 
vice operates in connection with at least one 
handbrake on track motorcars that may be 
equipped with more than one such brake. 

(b) Handholds. One or more safe and 
suitable handholds conveniently located 
shall be provided. Each handhold shall 
be securely fastened to car. 

(c> Sill steps or footboards. Each 
track motorcar shall be equipped with 
safe and suitable sill steps or footboards 
conveniently located and securely fas¬ 
tened to car when bed or deck of track 
motorcar is more than 24 inches above 
top of rail. 

(d) Couplers. When used to haul 
other cars, each track motorcar shall be 
equipped with a coupler at each end 
where such cars are coupled (1) which 
provides a safe and secure attachment. 
(2) which can be coupled or uncoupled 
without the necessity of men going be¬ 
tween the ends of the cars. 

§ 131.26 I’lifthraro. 

(a) Handbrakes. When used to trans¬ 
port persons, each push car shall be 
equipped with an efficient handbrake so 
located that it can be safely operated 
while the car is in motion. 

(b> Handholds (includes handles ). 
Each pushcar shall be provided with one 
or more secure handholds. When used 
to transport persons, each pushcar shall 
be provided with one or more safe and 
suitable handholds conveniently located 
above the top of the bed of each pushcar. 

(c> Sill steps or footboards. When 
used to transport persons, each pushcar 
shall be equipped with safe and suitable 
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sills tops or footboards conveniently lo¬ 
cated and securely fastened to car, when 
bed or deck of pushcar Is more than 24 
Inches above top of rail. 

(d) Couplers. When moved together 
with other vehicles, each pushcar shall 
be equipped with a coupler at each end 
where such vehicles are coupled (1) 
which provides a safe and secure attach¬ 
ment. and (2) which can be coupled or 
uncoupled without the necessity of men 
going between the ends of the cars. 

Kora: Section* 131 2b and 131-26 arc ap¬ 
plicable only when the vehicles governed 
thereby are coupled together and moved 
together. 

(Sec. 26. 41 Stat. 408, as amended; 48 U.S.C. 
26. 8eca. 2. 3. 36 Stat 288; 45 U6.C. 11. 12. 
Interpret or appty sees. 4. 6. 27 Stat. 631. 632; 
45 UJS.C. 4. 6. Sec. 1. 82 Stat. 843; 46 U8.C. 
8 . 8ec 4. 36 Stat. 298. aa amended; 46 UJ8.C. 
13) 

Notice of this order shall be given to 
the general public by depositing a copy 
thereof in the office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C.. 
and by filing it with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Division 3. 

fSEALl BrftTHA F. Aftxrs. 

Acting Secretary. 

(PJl. Doc. 66-8418; Piled. June 17, 1865; 
8:47 a.m] 





Proposed Rule Making 


department of agriculture 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
17 CFR Part* 1040, 1042 1 

I Docket No*. AO-23S-A14, AO"24(^ A7J 

milk IN SOUTHERN MICHIGAN AND 
MUSKEGON, MICH., MARKETING 

AREAS 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 

ond to Orders 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Alricultui aJ Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
iod the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900). a public hear- 
tag was held at Lansing, Mich., on 
November 16-20 and November 30. 1964, 
pursuant to notice thereof Issued on 
October 20. 1964 ( 29 Fit. 14544). and 
supplemental notice thereof which was 
issued November 2, 1964 (29 F.R. 14990>. 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg¬ 
ulatory Programs, on April 27, 1965 (30 
PR 6163; P R, Doc. 65-4591) filed with 
the Hearing Clerk. United States Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, his recommended 
decision containing notice of the oppor¬ 
tunity to We written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and con¬ 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (30 Fit. 6163: 
Pit Doc 65-4591) are hereby approved 
wvd Adopted and set forth in full herein 
subject to the following modifications: 

1. Under issue 2(a), Price zones, para- 
nphs 25-33 are revised by substituting 
U paragraphs, the third and fourth from 
Ast paragraphs are revised by substitut- 

three paragraphs and two new para- 
ftaphs are added at the end of the issue. 

2. Under issue 2(c), Pool plant require - 
***{*• paragraphs 13-16 are revised by 
WhsUtuting aix paragraphs. 

3. A new paragraph Is added at the end 
w Issue 2(d), Classes of utilization. 

4 A new paragraph is added at the end 
°* t«uc 2*d>, Computation of plant 

tnrtnJcaffe. 

5. Under issue 2(e), Adjusted uniform 
***. three new paragraphs are added 

wter Paragraph seven. 

The material issues on the record of 

****** relate to: 

1 of Orders No. 40 and No. 42 

;? ^P&nslon of the marketing area. 
Appropriate provisions of the con- 
•oudated order concerning: 
location differentials; 

1 Prtce and butt * rfat 

Fool plant requirements; 

: S^OcaUon of milk; 

uniform price for 
oot under the base-excess plan; 

No in-6 


(f) Method of pooling; 

(g> Milk diverted to Southern Michi¬ 
gan plants from plants regulated by 
other Federal orders; and 

<h) Administrative and miscellaneous 
provisions. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Merger of Orders No. 40 and No. 42 
and expansion of the marketing area. 
The Southern Michigan and the Muske¬ 
gon orders should be consolidated. The 
marketing area of the combined orders 
should be expanded to cover territory in 
18 additional Michigan counties, to wit., 
all of Alpena. Montmorency. Alcona. 
Oscoda. Iosco. Ogemaw, Roscommon, 
Missaukee, Gladwin. Osceola. Lake. 
Mason. Newaygo, and Oceana Counties 
and the unregulated parts of Arenac. 
Clare. Allegan, and Presque Isle Coun¬ 
ties. The territory covered by the new 
order should be called the “Southern 
Michigan marketing area*’. The Muske¬ 
gon order should be revoked. 

The Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act spec fies that orders shall reg¬ 
ulate only the handling of agricultural 
commodities, or products thereof, which 
are in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce, or which directly burden, ob¬ 
struct or affect Interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. Milk handling under the pro¬ 
posed order is in the current of. and 
burdens, obstructs or affects, interstate 
commerce in milk and milk products. 
Milk from farms in Indiana and Ohio is 
supplied to various Michigan handlers 
who would be regulated under the con¬ 
solidated order. These handlers are In 
direct competition in distribution with 
handlers who purchase milk produced in 
Michigan. Handlers and cooperatives In 
the consolidated market either manufac¬ 
ture milk surplus to bottling needs or 
ship such milk to manufacturing plants. 
Some of the products manufactured from 
producer milk at these plants are shipped 
outside the State of Michigan. 

Merger of orders. Merger of the 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon orders 
and expansion of the marketing area 
were proposed by nine cooperative asso¬ 
ciations operating in the markets. Pro¬ 
ponents testified that the area they pro¬ 
posed has become so closely integrated 
from a marketing and distribution stand¬ 
point that its regulation under a single 
order now is appropriate. They also said 
that such a merger and expansion of the 
orders would more nearly encompass the 
current major sales territories of han¬ 
dlers in the market and Insure uniform 
pricing to producers of milk distributed 
throughout such area in the interest of 
both producers and handlers. Merger of 
the orders was not opposed. 

Southern Michigan is the larger of the 
two markets proposed for merger. The 
Southern Michigan marketing area in¬ 
cludes most of the central and southeast¬ 
ern portion of the Michigan Lower 


Peninsula. It extends from Detroit on 
the east to beyond Grand Rapids and 
Kalamazoo on the west. Over 300 mil¬ 
lion pounds of producer milk are pooled 
under the order each month. The 
Muskegon marketing area includes terri¬ 
tory in three counties In western Michi¬ 
gan. It borders the western edge of the 
Southern Michigan area. Muskegon and 
Holland, Its principal cities, are both 
within 40 miles of Orand Rapids in the 
Southern Michigan area. About 10 mil¬ 
lion pounds of milk are pooled under the 
Muskegon order each month. 

A close sales relationship has devel¬ 
oped between these adjacent markets. 
The lntcrmarkct competition developed 
as a byproduct of plant expansion and 
improvements in milk transportation. 
Handlers in both markets in recent years 
have increased the capacity of their 
plants to reduce unit processing costs 
and to obtain higher returns through in¬ 
creased volume. An enlargement of dis¬ 
tribution areas accompanied the Increase 
in plant size. Competition was encour¬ 
aged by the similar health requirements 
in the two-market area. 

With the expansion of distribution 
areas, a substantial number of routes 
originating In each of the present mar¬ 
keting areas now extend into the other. 
Handlers from several cities in the west¬ 
ern portion of the Southern Michigan 
marketing area have entered the Muske¬ 
gon market. Grand Rapids handlers, for 
example, have established regular routes 
in both Muskegon and Holland. South¬ 
ern Michigan handlers from Kalamazoo 
and Carson City have acquired milk 
routes in Holland. Although in lesser 
volumes, Muskegon handlers likewise 
have acquired business in the Southern 
Michigan marketing area. Most of their 
sales are in the portion of the Southern 
Michigan area closest to Muskegon, but 
some of their routes extend as far east 
as Oreenvlile. Mich.. In Montcalm 
County. 

Under these conditions of close com¬ 
petition, packaged milk sales accounts 
shift between these markets. Shifts of 
this type can cause sharp movements in 
producer blend prices, particularly in the 
Muskegon market. When large accounts 
change hands across market lines. Class 
I use and blend prices move up in one 
market and down In the other even 
though Class I use In total is not changed. 
This type of transfer creates no serious 
problem in the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan market because of its size. In Mus¬ 
kegon. however, where Class I use is 
about 6 million pounds, or only 3 percent 
of the Southern Michigan total, any sub¬ 
stantial loss of large accounts, such as 
supermarkets, for example, can cause 
significant monthly blend price changes. 

The intensity of intermarket competi¬ 
tion has increased in recent months. 
Southern Michigan handlers in particu¬ 
lar have increased the proportion of their 
business in the Muskegon marketing 
area The Inroads made by the South¬ 
ern Michigan handlers have reduced 
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blend prices in Muskegon. Should these 
acquisitions continue, a major portion of 
the Muskegon Class I sales would be lost 
to Muskegon producers. If this happens. 
Muskegon producer prices can be ex¬ 
pected to be subject to variability and 
frequent readjustment as the Muskegon 
market attempts to equilibrate with the 
producer prices of the Southern Michi¬ 
gan market. Shifts of this type some¬ 
times take a considerable amount of 
time. During the adjustment period the 
incomes of Muskegon producers would 
be significantly affected making it dif¬ 
ficult for them to operate efficiently. 

Tiie overlap of distribution and supply 
routes has progressed to the point that 
a separate Muskegon market for pro¬ 
ducers no longer can be distinguished. 
In this connection there is strong com¬ 
petition between Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon handlers for supplies of milk. 
Handlers in the two markets buy their 
milk from overlapping milksheds. In 
Ottawa County, for example. 237 pro¬ 
ducers sell to Southern Michigan han¬ 
dlers and 185 sell to Muskegon handlers. 
The relationship is similar In Oceana 
County. There are 54 producers in that 
county who ship to Southern Michigan 
handlers and 40 producers who ship to 
Muskegon handlers. The Muskegon 
market has become, in effect, an integral 
part of the larger Southern Michigan 
area. 

To eliminate these problems the Mus¬ 
kegon order should be merged with 
Southern Michigan under a marketwide 
pool. By providing proportionate shar¬ 
ing among all producers of total Class I 
sales in the market, the merger will sta¬ 
bilize prices and eliminate much of the 
present price uncertainty connected with 
shifts of sales accounts back and forth 
between the markets. Under a merged 
order there would be no decline In pro¬ 
ducer Incomes attributable to the effects 
of intermarket competition at the resale 
leveL 

As a corollary matter In accomplishing 
an order merger efficiently and equitably, 
the assets In the administrative funds of 
both orders should be consolidated. All 
currently regulated handlers who con¬ 
tributed to the administrative funds of 
the separate orders will continue to be 
regulated under the merged order. Since 
no handlers would fall from regulation 
and tiie liabilities of each of the present 
funds would be paid from the consol¬ 
idated fund, it is equitable to employ ac¬ 
cumulated monies to defray such liabili¬ 
ties and to carry over any minor balances 
to be used for administrative costs of the 
merged order. 

Virtually all producers who contributed 
to the market service funds of the pres¬ 
ent orders also will continue to supply 
the expanded market. This makes con¬ 
solidation of the marketing service funds 
appropriate since contributing producers 
would continue to receive similar market 
services for accumulated monies remain¬ 
ing in the market service funds. 

Similarly, merger of the producer-set¬ 
tlement fund balances is warranted be¬ 
cause most of the producers for the new 
market currently supply one or the other 
market. Producers from the present 
markets will make up more than 99 per¬ 
cent of the total. Nearly all the money 


in the separate funds therefore will be 
reflected in the blend prices of the pro¬ 
ducers whose money makes up the fund 
reserves. Under these circumstances, 
there would be little object in distribut¬ 
ing the producer-settlement fund re¬ 
serves to producers under tiie separate 
orders and again accumulating the re¬ 
quired reserve for the consolidated order. 
This would Increase administrative ex¬ 
pense and would add virtually nothing to 
returns of producers under the present 
orders. 

Interest should be charged under the 
consolidated order on overdue payments 
to and from the administrative, market¬ 
ing service and producer-settlement 
funds. Both of the present orders include 
this requirement. It encourages the 
prompt payments required for effective 
operation of the order. Also, following 
the effective date of the merged order, ac¬ 
crued Interest should be payable under 
the consolidated order on any overdue 
obligations incurred and still outstanding 
under tiie present Southern Michigan 
and Muskegon orders. This will insure 
payment of ail obligations required by 
the now separate orders and enhance 
orderly transition to the merged order. 

Basically, the provisions of the present 
Southern Michigan order will be the 
provisions of the consolidated order. 
This was contemplated by proponents of 
the merger. Most of the provisions of 
Order No. 40 have worked satisfactorily 
in the dominant Southern Michigan 
market which currently regulates about 
95 percent of the milk to be covered by 
the new order. Further, many of the 
provisions in the present Muskegon order 
are similar to those in the present South¬ 
ern Michigan order. In general. Order 
No. 40 provisions therefore should work 
satisfactorily as the basic provisions of 
the consolidated order. Certain of the 
Order No. 40 provisions are expressly 
modified herein, of course, in accordance 
with proposals considered at the hearing. 
These modifications are discussed in the 
findings and conclusions on the other 
material issues of the hearing. 

Marketing area expansion . The mar¬ 
keting area of the consolidated order 
should include also the counties of Al¬ 
pena, Montmorency. Alcana, Oscoda, 
Iosco, Ogemaw, Roscommon. Missaukee, 
Gladwin. Osceola, Lake, Mason, Neway¬ 
go, and Oceana in Michigan. Further, 
the portions of Arenac, Clare, and Alle¬ 
gan Counties which are not now included 
under either the Muskegon or Southern 
Michigan order and the part of Presque 
Isle County which is not within the Up¬ 
state Michigan order should be added to 
the marketing area. Such territory has 
become a primary distribution area for 
handlers regulated by the present orders. 

Most of this new territory lies between 
the marketing areas of Orders No. 40 and 
No. 42 and the Upstate Michigan (Order 
No. 43 > marketing area. It Includes all 
unregulated territory in a band of 16 
counties which begins at midstate on the 
west and extends generally northeast¬ 
ward across the entire Lower Peninsula 
of Michigan. Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon regulated handlers have Im¬ 
portant distribution outlets throughout 
this entire area. From their plants in 
Flint. Bay City. Saginaw, Lansing. Car- 


son City, Grand Rapids, and Muskegon, 
they sell milk in virtually every sizable 
community in these counties:. 

Nearly two-thirds of the milk sold 
throughout the 16 counties la distributed 
by Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
handlers. Including the above area In 
the marketing area would brim; under 
full regulation as pool handlers six 
known distributors who engage primarily 
in the sale of milk in fluid form but who 
are not now under any order. Such dis¬ 
tributors referred to In tiie record arc lo¬ 
cated in ScotivlUe < Mason County), Lud- 
lngton t Mason County), Lake City Mis¬ 
saukee County), Marion (Osceola Coun¬ 
ty), Reed City (Osceola County), and 
Tawas City «Iosco County). Mich. There 
was no opposition by any of the latter 
distributors or by any other p^noos to 
adding such counties to the marketing 
area. 

At present no supervised, classified 
pricing plan prevails In any of the above 
areas. Most of the unregulated handJen 
located in the counties main Lain rela¬ 


tively high Class I use at their plants 
and commonly pay a flat price for 
their milk regardless of utilization. 
This practice provides them oppor¬ 
tunity to buy milk for sale there in 
fluid form at prices considerably below 
the minimum Class I prices required to 
be paid by regulated handlers For ex¬ 
ample. an unregulated handler from 
Scottvllle, Mich., purchase milk with¬ 
out regard to utilisation at a price equal 
to the blend price received by Muskegon 
area producers. Farmers selling milk to 
tills handler do not consistently supply 
his full plant needs, however, and sup¬ 
plemental milk is bought from the near¬ 
by Muskegon market. The proportion of 
his dairy fanner supply utilized in Cl»» 
I regularly exceeds that of the Muikegoo 
market by a considerable margin. Pay¬ 
ment on the basis of the Muskegon area 
blend price <w r hich for the first 9 montni 
of 1964 reflected an average Class I use 
of 60 percent of producer receipts) pro¬ 
vided a significantly lower price for tlu» 
distributor os compared to regttfatea 
handlers who arc required to pay not w® 
than minimum order Class I price*. 

The marketing area should be ex¬ 
tended to cover the above-mention* 
counties in order to assure regular 
handlers that as to these areas oi d»- 
tribution currently unregulated corapeu 
tors will not be afforded P 

advantage on milk for fluid 
there. There was general 
both handlers and producer aswciftUow 
in the Southern Michigan Muskeg 
markets for Inclusion of the sb°' f 
ties in the marketing area- . ^ 

Newaygo County is locatM -wu^* 
above group of counties. Ill * JI V, h gIt 

kegon and Kent Co ‘“ t ^f r ‘" < ,^pids- 
located Muskegon and Grand 
major cities In the adj.- 

areas Newaygo County *£“ s t - rrltor i« 
cent to other Important ' MuS - 

of regulated handlers. **°J*"2 m rtf 
kegon. Grand Rsplds.and ^ of 

ulated handlers distribute CS pe- 
all milk sold within this 
Producers who 

County unregulated irfNewaygo 

in opposition ^ the indudonaf distrtbu- 
County on the basis thut - * 
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tor pays for milk on a classified price 
bads There Is no assurance at present, 
however, that all fluid milk sold from 
hu plant Is paid for at a price equivalent 
to the minimum Class I price required 
to be paid by regulated handlers selling 
la the county. Pull regulation is re¬ 
quired to place this unregulated distribu¬ 
tor on the same price and accounting 
bads as his regulated competitors. 

In Allegan County, which Is located 
KHith of Muskegon, an Order No. 40 han¬ 
dler from Kalamazoo, Mich., has Im¬ 
portant distribution. Also, two Order 
No 40 handlers and an Order No. 42 han¬ 
dler have plants located In this county. 
The most populous portion of the county 
srd a majority of the milk sold In the 
county already ore under regulation. 
The record indicates the possibility that 
there may be one unregulated handler 
dtotributir.r in the county. There was 
do opposition to including the remainder 
of the county in the marketing area. 

Territory occupied by local, state, or 
Federal reservations. Installations, or in¬ 
stitutions. geographically located within 
the defined marketing area should be 
part of the area to be regulated. Water¬ 
front facilities and craft moored thereat 
which are within such area also should 
bo covered Such government facilities 
and waterfront locations on Lake Erie 
and Lake Michigan are important sales 
outlet* for regulated handlers. They 
ibould be Included in the marketing area 
in order that regulated handlers will not 
be forced to compete at a disadvantage 
with unregulated distributors for such 
dullness. The order should specify 
dearly that all premises within such fa¬ 
cilities are to be considered as part of 
the marketing area and that all han¬ 
dlers diatrlbuting there are subject to 
the terms of the order which are appli¬ 
cable to their operations. 

All producer milk received at regulated 
wants must be made subject to classified 
Pricing under the order regardless of 
whether It is disposed of within or out- 
JMe the marketing area. Otherwise, the 
effect of the order would be nullified and 
iwpardted markctln * Process would be 

If only a pool handler’s “in area” sales 
we*| subject u> classification, pricing, and 
wung. a regulated handler with Class I 
1)0111 ln * Wc and outside the mar- 
area could assign any value he 
!r*j V* outside sales. He thereby 
^ reduce the average cost of ail of 
I .? J{lk beto * that of other regu- 
sDv «ii 1hAVln « Rll or substanti- 
mirw i ° f Ulelr Clajss 1 "ft 1 * 8 within the 
««eting area. Unless all milk of such 
handler were fully regulated under the 
to SfJIf,, cffect would not be subject 
•enrf^f ^ prlce re &ulatlon. The ab- 
and classlfl cation. Pricing. 

wdedr^ B u°!« such mllk woldd disrupt 
kcUn * oondlOona within the 

toae«m^ mArkcting area and could lead 
I brCftkd own of the order. If 

Ugh n# M m ?L Were frcc to valuc a P° r - 
it W0ll ^ U K mUk ftl **** P rlcc chooses, 
form nn imtKxss lble to enforce uni- 
or a P ? f Ccs ^ft 11 ful] y regulated handlers 
bRsii of payment to the pro- 
5Upply the market. It Is 
. therefore, that the order price 


all the producer milk received at a pool 
plant regardless of the point of disposi¬ 
tion. 

Class I milk may be sold within the 
regulated marketing area from certain 
plants not under any Federal order. One 
source of such mllk is a plant located 
outside the marketing area which dis¬ 
tributes In the marketing area less than 
600 pounds of milk per day. Such a 
plant is made exempt from regulation 
because it is not considered to be a sig¬ 
nificant competitive factor In this large 
market. Another source of milk not 
subject to full regulation is a plant which 
fails to qualify as a pool distributing 
plant because Its distribution of fluid 
milk products on routes is less than re¬ 
quired for pooling status. However, 
significant amounts of milk could be 
distributed in the marketing area from 
this latter source which would have a 
disruptive effect on marketing unless 
some method Is used to Integrate It Into 
the regulatory plan. There Is. of course, 
no way to treat such unregulated milk 
uniformly with regulated milk other 
than than to regulate it fully. Never¬ 
theless. it has been concluded that the 
application of “partial" regulation to 
plants of the latter type vrould not jeop¬ 
ardize orderly marketing conditions 
within the regulated marketing area 
under present circumstances. Official 
notice is taken of the June 19. 1964, de¬ 
cision <29 F.R. 9902) supporting amend¬ 
ments to several orders. Including the 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
orders, which deal with the treatment of 
unregulated milk in the regulatory 
scheme. 

Under the method of partial regulation 
continued in the consolidated order, the 
operator of a partially regulated distrib¬ 
uting plant Is afforded the options of: 
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif¬ 
ference between the Class I price and the 
uniform price on all Class I sales made in 
the marketing area. (2) purchasing at 
the Class I price under any Federal order 
sufficient Class I milk to cover his dis¬ 
position within the marketing area, or 
(3) paying his dairy farmers an amount 
not less than the value of all their milk 
computed on the basis of the classifica¬ 
tion and pricing provisions of the order 
(the latter is an amount equal to the 
order obligation for milk «rhlch is im¬ 
posed on fully regulated handlers). 

While all fluid milk sales of the par¬ 
tially regulated plant are not necessarily 
priced on the same basis as fully regu¬ 
lated milk, the provisions described are. 
however, adequate under most circum¬ 
stances to prevent sales in the marketing 
area of milk not fully regulated (pooled) 
from adversely affecting the operation 
of the order and the fully regulated milk. 

2. (a) Location differentials. The lo¬ 
cation adjustment rates applicable to 
Class I and producer prices under the 
order should be modified to reflect more 
accurately the location values of milk de¬ 
livered to various points in the Southern 
Michigan marketing area. 

Price zones. Historically. Detroit dis¬ 
tributing plants relied for a major pro¬ 
portion of their milk supplies on milk 
assembled at and transshipped from 
country receiving stations and supply 
plants located beyond a 50-mile radius 


from the city. Milk was delivered to the 
country plant locations In cans. In re¬ 
cent years there lias been a general con¬ 
version by producers throughout the 
milkshed to the bulk tank method of de¬ 
livery and such method now is dominant 
In the market. Approximately 85 per¬ 
cent of the producer milk is being 
shipped from farm to plant in this way. 
Virtually all distributing plants outside 
Detroit and its environs are fully sup¬ 
plied directly from producers’ farms by 
the bulk tank method. This is particu¬ 
larly the case in cities such as Flint, Bay 
City. Saginaw, Lansing, Kalamazoo. 
Grand Rapids, and Muskegon. 

The Metropolitan Detroit area includes 
approximately 50 percent of the popu¬ 
lation of the marketing area and re¬ 
quires about 100 million pounds of Class 
I milk per month (one-third of the pro¬ 
ducer milk in the market). The fact 
that bulk tank routes may extend as far 
as 100 miles from the plant, as compared 
to a 50-mile maximum distance of 
direct-delivery can routes a few years 
ago. has resulted In a fourfold Increase 
in the direct-shipment procurement area 
available to Detroit distributing plants. 
Today approximately 15 percent of the 
producers’ farms are located within 50 
miles of Detroit while about 60 percent 
of the farms are within 100 miles of De¬ 
troit. Thus, on a direct-shipment basis 
there are within 100 miles of the city 
supplies adequate to Detroit’s fluid needs. 
Although nearly one-third of the Detroit 
fluid requirements still are furnished 
through country receiving plant assem¬ 
bly, bulk tank handling has made it 
practicable to supply all distributing 
plants In the Detroit area on a direct 
farm-to-plant basis. 

The location adjustment rate struc¬ 
ture under the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan order was adopted in February 1960, 
based upon evidence adduced at a hear¬ 
ing held in January 1959. With the 
nearly complete conversion to bulk tanks 
since that time and an improved high¬ 
way network In southern Michigan with 
superhighways connecting most of the 
principal urban centers urlth Detroit, 
there has been a great increase in ef¬ 
ficiency in handling. Because of the 
resultant reduced costs, the location 
values of milk in various parts of the 
milkshed have been altered significantly 
since 1959. 

The problem of location pricing 
at hand Is essentially one of recognizing 
in the minimum price structure the new 
reduced cost patterns for moving raw 
milk to various plant outlets and insur¬ 
ing an adequate supply to each of the 
several consuming centers In the market¬ 
ing area which in several instances arc 
located in principal producing counties of 
southern Michigan. Concerning the 
Metropolitan Detroit area, the present 
minimum price structure docs not pro¬ 
vide sufficient incentive for bulk tank 
producers within direct-delivery range 
of the city to ship directly to Detroit 
since they may realize a higher net re¬ 
turn for delivering their milk to Zone I 
distributing plants outlying from De¬ 
troit or to country supply plants which 
are generally closer to their farms. This 
is the result primarily of inadequate 
compensation to the direct-delivery pro- 






7906 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


ducer relative to producers at outlying 
plants to offset higher hauling costa to 
Detroit caused by the lack of adequate 
return to direct-delivery producers on 
their excess milk (over base), the longer 
distance traveled, and the Increased 
time consumed by haulers under con¬ 
gested traffic conditions. 

Because Detroit is by far the largest 
of the consuming centers in the market¬ 
ing area and must obtain the largest 
volumes and reach the farthest distances 
for milk as compared to other marketing 
area cities, it is in important competition 
with some of the other cities for supplies. 
Most other cities of the marketing area 
need reach out a radius of only 10-25 
miles in order to find necessary supplies. 
These secondary consuming centers com¬ 
pete with each other for supplies and 
their hauling rates arc very similar. 
Also, the hauling rates to the latter for 
farm-to-plant delivery generally are 
lower than for farms In similar vicinity 
shipping to Detroit. There is a tend¬ 
ency, however, for Detroit to draw' milk 
in competition with such markets as 
Jackson and Lansing and for the latter 
in turn to compete with cities to their 
west, such as Kalamazoo. Grand Rapids, 
and Muskegon. A reasonable schedule 
of location adjustments should recognize 
this competition in supply procurement 
and, in the interest of marketing effi¬ 
ciency, encourage the movement of pro¬ 
ducer milk needed at fluid market out¬ 
lets at the lowest possible cost to 
producers. 

Producer associations in the market 
submitted a variety of proposals on loca¬ 
tion pricing. Several associations pro¬ 
posed area zoning which would modify 
the area zone structure in the present 
Southern Michigan order by employing a 
plus 3-cent “direct-delivery*’ differential 
on producer milk delivered from farms 
to Metropolitan Detroit plants and re¬ 
ducing the range of minus adjustments 
applicable on such milk delivered to 
plants in zones outside the present Zone 
I (zero differential) from a range of 7-20 
cents to a range of 3-15 cents, generally 
in proportion to distance from Zone I. 
Zone boundaries would be modified to 
some extent. Another association pro¬ 
posed a somewhat similar price structure 
with the same plus direct-delivery differ¬ 
ential but with lesser differentials appli¬ 
cable in outlying zones. 

Another producer proposal would ap¬ 
ply a minus differential of 5 cents at all 
supply plants wherever located, or, con¬ 
trariwise, a direct-delivery differential of 
5 cents at all distributing plants. One 
association proposed that the consoli¬ 
dated order provide only a plus 5-cent 
direct-delivery differential at Detroit 
plants with no minus adjustments at 
other locations. 

Handler proposals varied from one 
suggesting complete elimination of loca¬ 
tion differentials to retention of the pres¬ 
ent zone structure. Several handlers 
suggested that either no direct-delivery 
differential should apply at Detroit plants 
or a differential snotild apply only on 
Class I or base milk rather than on all 
deliveries of the producer. One handler 
proposed adoption of location adjust¬ 
ments strictly on mileage zoning (in 
contrast to area zoning), as employed 


in the Detroit order before the marketing 
area was enlarged in February 1960. 

Adjustments to producer prices for lo¬ 
cation should reflect the relative value 
of milk delivered to city distributing 
plants as compared to milk delivered to 
supply plants and receiving stations. 

Historically, location adjustment rates 
in the market were based on the cost 
of moving milk from receiving (assem¬ 
bly) plants outlying from Detroit dis¬ 
tributing plants. With bulk tanks the 
direct-delivery area has expanded so that 
all distributing plants In the market are 
now within range of an adequate supply 
by direct-delivery. Direct-delivery by 
bulk tank has become the most prevalent 
method of delivery In the market and 
represents the lowest cost method of get¬ 
ting milk from the farm to the popula¬ 
tion centers In the market. With the 
development of bulk tank handling the 
need for country receiving stations is 
diminishing. In general, the variation 
in bulk tank hauling rates based on dis¬ 
tance traveled is about 1 cent per 10 
miles radius from the plant. Typical 
hauling rates on routes uptoa 20-milo 
radius arc 20 cents, up to a 75-mlle 
radius 25 cents, and up to a 120-mile 
radius 30 cents. 

Under the past method of supplying 
Detroit's needs for whole milk; i.e.. the 
receipt of milk at country receiving sta¬ 
tions and its transshipment to city bot¬ 
tling plants, the order specified certain 
rates for location of plant as an allowance 
for movement of the milk from the coun¬ 
try plant to the city. These rates were 
(and still arc) applicable to Class I and 
base prices. However, the handler of the 
city distributing plant purchasing from 
a country plant operated by a coopera¬ 
tive customarily has paid, over and above 
the Class I price at the country receiving 
plant location, a plant handling charge 
and any transportation charge applied in 
excess of the location adjustment allowed 
under the order. At the time of the 
hearing the additional transportation 
charge most commonly Imposed by coop¬ 
erative sellers was 5 cents per hundred¬ 
weight and the country plant handling 
charge was 14 cents per hundredweight. 
In certain other instances the propri¬ 
etary handler Incurs the equivalent of 
such cost of country receiving by operat¬ 
ing his own receiving station. 

The value to a handler of direct-deliv¬ 
ered milk Is related to the lowest cost of 
an alternative supply which meets his re¬ 
quirements. When abundant supplies 
are available from a relatively large 
number of producers who are delivering 
to nearby pool plants and being paid the 
order minimum prices, only a small in¬ 
crement is needed to Induce an adequate 
supply of direct-delivered milk at a given 
location. If the best alternative source 
1 s direct receipts from producers in a 
more distant area, direct delivery from 
the nearby producers is worth the price 
which must be paid in the more distant 
territory plus the additional cost of 
transporting milk from that distant ter¬ 
ritory. If the best alternative supply is 
milk from a country supply plant, the 
worth of direct-delivery milk will be re¬ 
lated to the class price at that plant plus 
the charge for country plant handling 
and hauling. 


The extra value of milk received at the 
city location as compared to Its value 
when received at the country a ^cmhJy 
point has been well established in the 
past by the prices and charges neceouv 
to induce movement of the needed sup. 
plies to Detroit. This value relationship 
has been altered, however, by the fact 
of the relatively new and lower cost bu& 
tank delivery method, but a higher value 
of milk delivered at Detroit still prevail! 
Even with bulk tank handling the Class 
I price level at Detroit must be HufficieoUy 
above the levels at outlying plant loci* 
tions In the mllkshed to induce the deliv¬ 
ery of whole milk to Detroit for its prin¬ 
cipal uses there. 

Bulk tank handling In tills area hu 
progressed to the point that the meat 
likely alternative source to replace nearby 
milk for Detroit is direct receipts fro© 
producers in a more distant territory 
Therefore, the relative location values of 
producer milk under today's ccmdltiani 
are reflected in the difference In haul¬ 
ing cost to deliver to a Detroit plant u 
compared to delivery to an outlyim 
plant. In order to encourage the dedv- 
ery of milk to Detroit (and to the other 
consuming centers) by the most :tficiesrt 
means, these differences in cast should be 
reflected in the minimum price i tructure 
to producers. As part of a modified lo¬ 
cation pricing plan, a "direct-delivery 
differential**, or plus zone adjustment, on 
all mUk of the producer direct delivered 
from farms to plants located in and near 
Metropolitan Detroit, as proposed by .sev¬ 
eral producer groups, therefore should 
be adopted. 

While the focal point of the location 
price structure in the marketing area is 
Detroit, there are. however, several im¬ 
portant secondary markets or popula¬ 
tion centers within the marketing arcs 
at varying distances from Detroit. Ttr 
location price structure therefore 
be such that adequate supplies of mils 
will be attracted to these cities as well of 
to Detroit. To accomplish these purpose* 
a zone price structure similar to the ow 
presently employed in the Southern 
Michigan order, but appropriately r mo*- 
fled to flt today's marketing condttWJ 
will best reflect the location utility w 
milk at various other points in the mar¬ 
keting area and mllkshed. 

A direct-delivery differential of 4 centt 
per hundredweight should be applx 
to all milk received from farms at pian» 
located in the townships of Royal w 
and Southfield of Oakland County ' v* 
in those portions of Way^e County otW 
than the townships of Northvifif. P. 
outh. Canton. Van Buren, Sumpter.^ 
vona, Nankin. Romulus, Huron, W- 
Brow ns town, Monguagon. *** 

Isle. This area represents the 
densely populated urban area of 
politan Detroit. 

Under the present Southern 
order there is no price (HffeicnU^ 
tween Detroit and the outlylnd 
Ann Arbor. Pontiac. Port Huron. ^ 
Saeinaw. and Bay City. 
constitute the population cenwrs of P 
ent Zone I which are ouUylo* ^ 
Metropolitan Detroit. A 4 )1 . 

hundredweight different!*! at Mewpo 
tan Detroit plant locations rHa^, 
the remainder ot Zone I as defined in u- 
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decision (which varies slightly from pres¬ 
et Zone I> on milk direct-delivered to 
plinU so located should provide an ade- 
ffustc return to producers to offset the 
relatively high cost of hauling to plants 
in this congested portion of the market¬ 
ing area. 

Some producer associations proposed 
that the direct-delivery zone price be 3 
cents per hundredweight while others 
proposed that it be as much as 5 cents per 
hundredweight. Proponents of the 3- 
cect differential stated that it takes at 
lost 3 cents per hundredweight addi¬ 
tional to induce haulers to negotiate the 
congested traffic condition in Detroit as 
cefopared to hauling the milk to plants 
in the fringe area or suburbs of the city. 
One witness stated that hauling rates 
into Detroit from the “thumb’’ area to 
the north average about 5 cents greater 
than hauling rates on milk from the same 
area delivered to Pontiac < 25 miles north 
of the City Hall in Detroit). Other wit¬ 
nesses stated that hauling rates on some 
routes originating about 60 miles west of 
Detroit were 5 cents greater into Detroit 
than to plants In the vicinity of the 
firms 

Ideally, the amount of the differential 
should reflect the added direct-delivery 
cost of transporting milk to Detroit 
plants compared to delivery to other Zone 
1 plants and various supply plants. Since 
these plants are at varying distances 
from near-ln Detroit plants, it is not pos¬ 
sible to establish one differential which 
predaely reflects the additional hauling 
costa to such plants from each other lo¬ 
cation However, the amount of the dif¬ 
ferential between Detroit and nearby 
cuts should not be significantly greater 
than the added hauling cost Involved In 
order that plants in these nearby cities 
oay be assured of supplies. In view of 
w the evidence a differential of 4 cents 
mould be adequate between Detroit and 
»uch other plants. 

a ‘"direct-delivery” differential, the 
«cnt differential at Detroit plants 
Jwld be paid by the handler directly 
J® we producer (rather than to all pro- 
through the producer-settlement 
for all milk delivered to such 
Such payment will tend to re- 
25 location utility of all milk 
W-PPcd by the individual producer—not 
Jjjf **** niilk. The present South- 
Michigan order does not reflect a 
jwion adjustment in the price for 
tnilk". m the latter clrcum- 
arrJfn Ule ad ded hauling cost paid by a 
on delivery ol his milk to a 
•l. ' t , Pa l nt ' rather than to the plant 
ttaHn hi ^ farm * re8uIts 111 « reduc- 
ttt iLu. o-!! et rcturn ,or milk in excess 
dlrf^f US ’ tile new Provision for a 
^Udeliven differential payable di- 

sei In 1 producer is designed to off- 
Part, the extra cost of ship- 
coi*mn thc Detroit location as 

i f? ^PPing the same milk to a 
court., 5?^ near er his farm. The en- 
ura *«nent to the producer to deliver 

a producer's milk Is 
^11 vexed to a given none plant 
entire month If at least 65 
ifctr* ■ monthly deliveries are made 


all his milk by this means for bottling 
use will benefit all producers through 
the overall savings in transportation 
made possible. 

It was objected that in some Instances 
such application will mean that the 
direct-delivery differential will be paid 
on milk which the handler actually uti¬ 
lizes in Class n. It is concluded, how¬ 
ever. that the differential should be pay¬ 
able on all milk so received by all plants 
In the designated area regardless of the 
type of operations conducted in the plant. 
All the milk delivered by producers to 
the designated area is available for the 
fluid market. Moreover, any milk uti¬ 
lized for other than fluid purposes, as 
well as for fluid requirements, in an area 
of highly deficit production, such as the 
city of Detroit and Its environs, requires 
delivery from more distant production 
areas. Since milk customarily is manu¬ 
factured into Class n products by pro¬ 
ducer organizations In outlying areas in 
the mllkshed, the producer should not be 
placed in the position of taking a return 
on any part of his milk delivered to the 
city location lower than he would receive 
at a country supply plant, taking into 
account the lower cost of hauling to the 
latter plant. Thus, if the handler re¬ 
quires delivery directly to Detroit, It is 
not unreasonable to require reimburse¬ 
ment to the producer for the extra cost 
of such deliycry relative to transporting 
to the country plant location whether a 
Class I or Class n use Is Intended at the 
city location. 

The application of the direct-delivery 
differential In this manner may be com¬ 
pared with the cost of milk to the han¬ 
dler for Class II use at the city under the 
interplant delivery system. Prior to the 
use of bulk tanks Detroit handlers ob¬ 
tained most of their milk supplies 
through country supply plants and some 
still do. Except for an 8 percent allow¬ 
ance over actual Class I needs (to cover 
day-to-day sales variations). such a han¬ 
dler receives no location credit under the 
order on transfers of milk from supply 
plants for Class n use. Such pricing 
provisions recognize that the transporta¬ 
tion charges on the finished dairy prod¬ 
ucts, such as butter or nonfat dry milk, 
are minimal as compared with the haul¬ 
ing cost on whole milk and that milk can 
be readily processed into Class II manu¬ 
factured dairy products at country loca¬ 
tions. Handlers desiring whole milk for 
Class n processing in the city pay the 
transportation cost and plant handling 
charges on any whole milk transhipped 
to Detroit from country plants for such 
uses. Consequently, the handler who 
receives direct-debvered milk has the al¬ 
ternative of paying the extra charges in¬ 
cidental to purchasing through a country 
plant to obtain whole milk for such use 
at the city. 

It is concluded that adoption of the 
direct-delivery differential will promote 
orderly marketing by assisting to Induce 
an adequate supply at near-ln Detroit 
plants by efficient means of handling, en¬ 
couraging a further shift from country 
receiving to the more economical direct 
shipment from farms to city plants, in¬ 
suring that the potential savings from 
such handling method will be returned to 
producers, better equalizing handlers’ 


costs, and compensating the direct-de¬ 
li very producer for the added cost he In¬ 
curs in delivering directly to the city lo¬ 
cation. 

The location adjustment structure 
outside the present Zone I (zero differ¬ 
ential) should be revised in recognition 
of the general reduction In transporta¬ 
tion costs resulting from bulk tank de¬ 
livery and to reflect net differences in 
cost associated with distance relative to 
delivery to Zone I. A precise description 
of each of the various price zones, which 
vary to some extent from their counter¬ 
parts under the present Southern Mich¬ 
igan order, is set forth In i 1040.54 of the 
order Included in this decision. For pur¬ 
poses of the discussion below, however, 
references of a more general nature are 
sufficient. 

In view of the plus 4-cent differential 
for delivery to Detroit, the present dif¬ 
ferential for that portion of the present 
Zone II lying west of Zone I of minus 7 
cents should be changed to minus 3 
cents. This part of the present Zone n 
Includes the territory lying approxi¬ 
mately 50-90 miles west of Detroit and 
encompasses the territory surrounding 
the cities of Jackson (75 miles from De¬ 
troit) and Lansing (90 miles from De¬ 
troit) as well as the pool supply (manu¬ 
facturing) plants at Adrian (70 miles) 
and Mason (80 miles). Further de¬ 
scribed, this territory includes Lenawee. 
Jackson. Ingham. Livingston, and Wash¬ 
tenaw (western portion only) Counties. 

Taking the direct-delivery differential 
into account, this results in the same 
location price difference between plants 
in this zone and Detroit plants as now 
prevails. It also will result in a 3-cent 
difference between Zone n and the rela¬ 
tively nearby plants In Zone I outside 
the Metropolitan Detroit area. 

The remainder of the present Zone n 
(east of Zone I) includes the lower por¬ 
tion of Lapeer County with a supply 
plant located at Imlay City. This plant 
is in a sparsely populated area 30 miles 
east of the city of Flint (Zone I) and 50 
miles north of Detroit. 

The recommended decision provided 
for a minus 3-cent differential for this 
portion of the present Zone n. and the 
southern portion of Tuscola and Sanilac 
Counties. In their exceptions the co¬ 
operative which operates two of the three 
pool plants in this area contended that 
the amount of the minus differential in 
this Territory should be a minus 5 cents 
to provide sufficient incentive to pro¬ 
ducers in the area to deliver their milk 
to Detroit. After careful review of the 
record evidence in light of exceptions, it 
is concluded that a minus 5-cent dif¬ 
ferential should be fixed at plants in 
Lapeer County, the northern portion of 
St. Clair County and the southern por¬ 
tions of Tuscola find Sanilac Counties 
(Zone HI). 

The exceptions emphasize the record 
testimony that unlike the Zone II terri¬ 
tory lying west of Zone I this portion of 
the “thumb** area of the state lying 50- 
80 miles north of Detroit has no local 
population centers such as Lansing and 
Jackson which require substantial quan¬ 
tities of milk for fluid use locally within 
the production area. Nor does It have 
the fast roadways to Detroit as in the 
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case of Zone n areas In the direction of 
Jackson and Lansing. Thus, it is ap¬ 
propriate to provide for a slightly greater 
(additional 2 cents) incentive to the 
producer in this area to move his milk 
to Detroit than is needed for equally 
distant territory west of Detroit. 

A minus 5-cent differential at pool 
plants located at Imlay City. Brown 
City, and Peck in this lower “thumb” 
Zone III territory will provide a 5-ccnt 
transportation incentive for producers to 
deliver their milk to Zone I cities of 
Flint, Pontiac, and Port Huron and a 
9-cent incentive to ship direct to De¬ 
troit rather than such local plants. 

It is appropriate that additional milk 
produced in this close-in area be moved 
to Zone I cities (including Detroit) for 
fluid use, as the opportunities to supply 
milk by bulk tank increase. Zones I, II 
and the lower “thumb” area in combina¬ 
tion include about 75 percent of the pop¬ 
ulation of the marketing area but only 
about 40 percent of the producer milk. 
Class I milk requirements for this com¬ 
bined area are about 145 million pounds 
per month and production within the 
area is about 130 million pounds per 
month. 

As in the case of the lower “thumb” 
area exceptor pointed out that the rec¬ 
ommended reduction in the amount of 
the location adjustment applicable in 
the upper “thumb” area likewise should 
be adjusted by 2 cents, to a minus 7 cents 
rather than a minus 5 cents. 

This upper “thumb” area covers ter¬ 
ritory from approximately 80 miles to 125 
miles from Detroit. Thus, It could be 
expected that there would be a range of 
4 cents difference in hauling rates to 
Detroit from various locations within the 
area. Pool plants In this area are lo¬ 
cated at Bad Axe and Sebcwaing. 107 and 
114 miles, respectively, from Detroit A 
minus 7-cent differential at these loca¬ 
tions In combination with a plus 4-cent 
differential at Detroit will provide pro¬ 
ducers an 11-cent price difference to de¬ 
liver their milk to Detroit plants com¬ 
pared to local plants. In consideration 
of these distances from Detroit, the re¬ 
vised differential will better reflect the 
prevailing 1-cent per ten miles hauling 
rate by bulk tank described in the rec¬ 
ord. Thus, this upper “thumb” area of 
Huron County and the northern portion 
of Tuscola and Sanilac Counties should 
be Included in Zone IV. 

The territory lying within approxi¬ 
mately 50 miles west of Zone I cities of 
Flint, Saginaw, and Bay City should be 
included in Zone III—minus 5 cents. It 
includes the counties of Arenac. Gladwin, 
Midland, Isabella. Gratiot, Clinton. 
Shiawassee. Eaton, and portions of Bay, 
Saginaw, Montcalm, and Ionia. 

A 5-ccnt differential in this area will 
reflect closely the additional cost to a 
producer to have his milk hauled to a 
plant in the Zone I “corridor” cities of 
Flint, Saginaw, and Bay City. 

Calhoun, Branch, and Hillsdale Coun¬ 
ties which are located on the western 
edge of Zone n should be in Zone IV— 
minus 7 cents. In the recommended de¬ 
cision the Zone in minus 5-cent differ¬ 
ential was provided for this area between 
the cities of Jackson and Battle Creek. 


After a careful review of the record in 
light of exceptions, it Is concluded that 
the location adjustment in this area 
should be the same as at Battle Creek 
and Kalamazoo. 

There Is a pool supply plant (receiving 
station) located at Litchfield in the 
northwestern comer of Hillsdale County. 
It was pointed out in the exceptions that 
If this plant were provided with a higher 
price than at plants in the cities of Battle 
Creek and Kalamazoo there would be 
undue incentive to producers in the ter¬ 
ritory south of these cities to ship their 
milk to the supply plant rather than to 
fluid milk outlets in Battle Creek and 
Kalamazoo. In addition, an additional 
2 cents in the differential will provide 
greater assurance that producers in this 
area will ship their milk directly to fluid 
milk outlets in Detroit when needed 
there. 

Zones L n, m. and the portions of 
Zone IV described above together com¬ 
prise about 80 percent of the population 
In the marketing area while about 65 
percent of the total market supply Is 
produced within this combined territory. 
It is estimated, however, that while about 
160 million pounds of milk per month are 
needed for Class I use within this area 
(within about 120 miles of Detroit), 
about 215 million pounds of milk per 
month arc produced therein. Although 
this area has less production relative to 
fluid needs as compared to the remainder 
of the market, there nevertheless is more 
than an adequate supply of milk for 
fluid use within this 120-mlie range of 
Detroit. 

The location differential structure in 
the remainder of the market therefore 
should be formulated so as not to en¬ 
courage milk to be attracted to the 
southeastern part of the market as it is 
unneeded there for fluid use. Such a 
price structure will tend to maximize net 
returns to producers by not encouraging 
the employment of unneeded milk haul¬ 
ing facilities. Nevertheless, as in other 
zones, location differentials in the re¬ 
maining surplus production area should 
be kept in practical relationship to the 
cost of hauling to the deficit area (Zone 
I). Milk in production areas such as the 
western and northern portions of the 
Lower Peninsula, where milk produced 
exceeds local fluid market requirements, 
has a value in Class I closely related to 
the price in the nearest area where the 
milk may be put to fluid use less the cost 
of transporting milk to such area. 

A principal change needed in the pres¬ 
ent location adjustment structure is a 
reduction in the amount of minus ad¬ 
justment applicable at plants on the 
western side of the state, Le. # plants in 
and around the cities of Grand Rapids, 
Muskegon. Holland, Kalamazoo, and 
Battle Creek. These cities and their 
neighboring territory in the counties of 
Muskegon, Ottawa, Kent. Oceana, Ne¬ 
waygo. Mecosta, Allegan, Barry, Van 
Buren. Kalamazoo, Berrien. Cass, St. 
Joseph, and the western portions of 
Branch, Calhoun, Ionia, and Montcalm 
Counties have about 17 percent of the 
population of the market and 24 percent 
of the available supply of producer milk. 

The cities In the western side of the 
State now are connected to the cities to 


the east by superhighways, making it 
relatively easy and inexpensive to move 
milk from this area towards markets in 
central and eastern parts of the .State. 
However, under the present Southern 
Michigan order the area west of i^rv^i 
and Jackson is divided into three zona, 
where prices are 5, 8. and 13 cents, re¬ 
spectively, lower than the level applicant 
at Lansing and Jackson plants. Such 
differentials have tended to er.courtct 
some producers under the order to aedt 
markets to the cast in other location 
zones where the higher zone prices man 
than offset the extra hauling cost. 

The zoning proposals of the mycjiI 
cooperatives called for one western zone 
encompassing all the cities on the west¬ 
ern side of the State with a minus loca¬ 
tion differential 3 to 4 cents greater than 
the amount applicable at Lansing and 
Jackson. In this connection they stated 
that in February 1963 the associations 
began paying producers under their 
premium price plan on the basis of a lo¬ 
cation adjustment schedule different 
from the one under the present South¬ 
ern Michigan order for the purpose of 
discouraging the movement of milk out 
of the lower priced western zone into 
the higher priced zones since the milk 
was not needed In the latter zones. 

It U appropriate to adjust prices in the 
western cities relative to tho central and 
eastern cities so as to reflect as nearly as 
possible current difference* in direct-de¬ 
livery hauling rates between zones. To 
accomplish this the western portion of 
the market should be divided into two 
price zones. The cities of Battle Creek 
Kalamazoo. Grand Rapids, and the ad¬ 
jacent areas should be in one zone to be 
designated Zone IV. The cities of Hol¬ 
land. Muskegon, and the western tier of 
counties should be in the other zon*- 
Zonc V. The differential In Zone IV 
should be minus 7 cents (or 4 cents undff 
the price at Lansing and Jackson). A 
4-cent difference closely reflects the ad¬ 
ditional direct-delivery cost of shipping 
milk to Jackson from farms located In the 
vicinity of Battle Creek, which U about 
40 miles west of Jackson. Similarly. !* 
is about 40 miles between Lansing and the 
pool manufacturing plant at $&**&*< 
another alternative outlet for milk from 


the Grand Rapids area. 

Kalamazoo and Grand Rapid'* are onJ 
20 miles west of Battle Creek and Sara¬ 
nac, respectively. Any diffw^Jj** 
prices between these respective Jocatt 
would tend to encourage produon » 
ship their milk east of these 
Ocularly to the manufacturing plans w 
Saranac. A 2-cent higher price at^f 
mazoo relative to the tier of counjJea w 
the west wlU tend to insure 
Oils city relative to the pod 
ing plant located In Allegan ^ 
which also represents a ready 
outlet for those ®llk Prochmei^ ^ 

the city. To assure that at 

plies will be delivered to these cl 
minimum transportation cos* 

should be in the 7^ent <MerenilBl ^ 
Specifically, this Zone IV shoutf 
the counties of MOCO^Ken 

Kalamazoo. St. JoMPhjCato«> u o ® ;on 0 , 

Hillsdale, and the western p 
M ontcalm and Ionia Counts 
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The differential in the western tier of 
counties 'Zone V) should be minus 9 
cents (making the price 2 cents below 
thAl at Grand Rapids and Kalamazoo K 
The cities of Holland and Muskegon are 
located in this area on the edge of Lake 
Michigan and are about 30 and 40 miles, 
respectively, from Grand Rapids. Since 
these cities are located next to the lake 
cm thdr western side, their milk supplies 
must be procured generally to the east 
toward the Grand Rapids procurement 
area A differential in excess of 2 con Us 
below the price at Grand Rapids would 
lend to encourage producers in the west¬ 
ern der of counties near Muskegon and 
Holland to ship their milk to Orand 
Ripldv A 2-cent differential, however, 
ihould not tend to encourage producers in 
the western-most portion of these coun¬ 
ties to ship to Grand Rapids. In addi¬ 
tion, Muskegon and Holland are located 
somewhat north and south, respectively, 
of Orand Rapids and thereby w f ould be 
abie to attract supplies from such direc¬ 
tions in competition with a 2-cent higher 
pnee at Grand Rapids. 

If the western tier of counties were In 
the same price zone as Grand Rapids and 
Kalamazoo there would be no incentive 
for producers located there to ship their 
milk to these cities as the manufacturing 
plants located in Allegan and Ottawa 
Counties are closer to their farms. On 
the other hand, if the prices at Grand 
Kaplds and Kalamazoo were fixed more 
than 4 cents lower than the price in the 
eastern markets of Lansing and Jackson, 
there would be a tendency for producers 
toted on the eastern edge of these cities 
» ship their milk eastward. These two 
ate. in turn, would be forced to rely on 
•WUtt located to the west. It Is con- 
t ™‘ t 'he price structure provided 
Mrtta wUl tend to attract adequate sup- 
Wto to these western Michigan cities as 
»wi m reflect the location utility of milk 
ln relation to the Detroit level. 
•—L™* 1 ^'rut proposals producer 
jrojw phiced Berrien County (In the 
*roh»eau>m corner of the state) In a 
w, 5 h a differential of 4 
icentslower than the price at Kala- 

cou . n , ty lles miles west 
to SlS?i2?!5, and ** bordered on the west 
Sa “' 171 Plants ln this 

Kaiam CUre , 8uppllea 10 the «•* 

Md An«^ a200 ,n Cass - Van Buren. 
Bust DM nr^ 0UnUM and - accordingly. 
Wth wh^iu,^ ucer ? * prlce competitive 
10 Kalwnas^f w ° ul d receive by shipping 
: A price ln this county. 

'Knwt n«Krt^l lan Kalamazoo, should 
portion nOvT* f u . ppUf8 from iire western 
lakeside counties while a 

4 i r L W WouW lend en- 
auoo' Producers to ship to Kala- 

* t Scrotf^ rn ° r counties from 
Ctl. V.n SO n h (Muskegon. Ottawa. 

^resh^uiH ^,"’ Cass - Berrien > 
tem, hould be In the minus 9-cent 

SVZTX of toe Lower Peninsula 
BatUon^i^J^'iff north of the af ore- 
tar* Z k 1h S uld ** dlvW ed Into 

ek *e)y renwt m! 01 d *fferentlals which 
i»aH Rs cq!? s additional dlrect-shlp 

«U« Ui S£n! toerefrom to the nearest 
tat costs } “ compared with haul- 
to iocal plants within such 


zones. As previously discussed, this ad¬ 
ditional hauling cost is about 1 cent per 
10 miles. 

The first of these three zones should 
be an extension of Zone V (9 cents) on 
the west side of the state and continue 
northeastward across the state above 
Zones IV and III. Specifically, this 
would extend Zone V to Include Newaygo, 
Oceana. Mason. Lake, Osceola. Clare. 
Missaukee, Roscommon, Ogemaw, and 
Iosco Counties. The only presently reg¬ 
ulated plant in this area is a pool supply 
plant at Evart in Osceola County which 
is about 85 miles northwest of Saginaw* 
and Bay City (Zone I). It is expected, 
however, that six bottling plants within 
this group of counties will become regu¬ 
lated by the Inclusion of this territory in 
the marketing area. A minus 9-cent 
differential will reflect the location utility 
of milk at all such plants in this zone 
relative to prices at principal cities in the 
market. 

The next zone (Zone VI) should In¬ 
clude the counties of Alcona. Oscoda, 
Crawford. Kalkaska. Grand Traverse, 
Wexford, and Manistee. This tier of 
counties <next to Zone V) is about 30 
miles wide. A minus 12-cent differen¬ 
tial is appropriate for this zone. 

The recommended decision included 
Mason and Oceana Counties in Zone VI 
rather than Zone V. Fallowing consid¬ 
eration of an exception on the appro¬ 
priate price zone for these two counties. 
It is concluded that the location differ¬ 
ential in these counties should be the 
same amount as In Lake and Newaygo 
Counties. As in the case of Berrien 
County, these two counties (Mason and 
Oceana > are lakeside counties. Thus, 
plants located therein tend to compete 
for supplies back Inland with plants In 
Newaygo. Muskegon. Mecosta, and Os¬ 
ceola Counties. The 3-cent lower price 
provided in the recommended decision 
w*ou!d have provided undue incentive for 
producers in these counties to ship their 
milk to such other plants and thereby 
not assure adequate supplies at the two 
bottling plants in the lakeside counties. 
Thus, it is appropriate that Mason and 
Oceana Counties be included in Zone V 
rather than Zone VI. 

The remaining Lower Peninsula coun¬ 
ties of Alpena, Montmorency, Presque 
Isle, Cheboygan, Otsego. Emmet. Char¬ 
levoix. Antrim. Leelanau, and Benzie 
should be ln a minus 15-cent zone (Zone 
Vn>. This would reflect the location 
utility of milk at plants in this area rela¬ 
tive to the zero zone (Bay City, the north¬ 
ernmost city in the zero zone, is about 
150 miles south of Zone VII). The only 
pool phmts in Zone VII are located at 
East Jordan and Hillman. 

This zone differential structure In¬ 
cludes all the territory in the Lower 
Michigan Peninsula and thereby includes 
the locations of all plants which are cur¬ 
rently pooled under either of the orders 
to be consolidated and those of the ad¬ 
ditional plants which will be brought 
under regulation by expansion of the 
marketing area. However, In the event 
plants located outside the above zones 
should become pool plants, provision 
should be made to assure their proper 
price alignment with the plants ln the 


specified zones. The most likely loca¬ 
tions of such plants are south of the 
Michigan State line ln the States of Ohio 
and Indiana. A differential of the 
amount provided for the zone nearest to 
the plant plus 1 cent for each 10 miles 
that such a plant is located beyond the 
nearest point in such zone will assure 
proper price alignment with plants lo¬ 
cated in the specified zone areas as well 
as reasonably to reflect transportation 
costs based on distance. 

Certain other exceptions also related 
to the recommended zone location differ¬ 
entials. Generally, such exceptions 
called for a modification of the recom¬ 
mended zone structure so as to bettor 
accommodate the movement of milk to 
manufacturing plants as opposed to the 
modifications adopted herein in the in¬ 
terest of insuring more milk to bottling 
plants. 

After careful review of such exceptions 
in connection with the record, however, 
it is concluded that the location adjust¬ 
ments zones and rates set forth herein 
reflect the record evidence on the differ¬ 
ence in prevailing hauling rates by bulk 
tank trucks to more distant city bottling 
plants compared to county manufactur¬ 
ing plants located nearest the farms. 
Thus, the schedule of rates adopted will 
effectuate the policy of the act by helping 
to assure adequate supplies of milk for 
fluid uses and promote orderly marketing 
by employing location adjustment rates 
whereby net returns to producers at most 
locations will not differ significantly 
whether their milk is directed to fluid 
milk outlets in the marketing area or to 
nearby manufacturing plants. 

Transfer adjustments. The transfer 
adjustment credits to handlers operating 
distributing plants, on milk received from 
other pool plants and allocated to Class I, 
should be modified to reflect the amount 
applicable at the location of the trans¬ 
feror plant under the aforementioned 
schedule of location differentials. 

Certain producer associations proposed 
that transfer adjustment credits be mod¬ 
ified by applying a schedule of allowances 
for Interplant movements different from 
the rates applicable to Class I and base 
prices and that all such transfer credits 
be discontinued after a period of 2 years. 
In support of the proposed change, pro¬ 
ponents stated that the cost of moving 
milk a given distance from one plant to 
another plant frequently is greater than 
the difference in direct-delivery costs for 
the respective locations. The proposed 
adjustment rate is 10 cents per hundred¬ 
weight plus 1 cent more for each 10 miles, 
or portion thereof, that the transferor 
plant is located more than 50 miles from 
the City Hall in Detroit. Proponent con¬ 
tended that this schedule would be ade¬ 
quate to cover the transportation cost of 
moving milk from supply plants to bot¬ 
tling plants in Detroit. 

The 2-ycar limit on the proposal was 
based on the estimated completion date 
of the conversion from can to bulk tank 
handling ln the market. Thus, propo¬ 
nents contend, the proposals would tend 
to equalize handler costs on milk from 
supply plants with that which is direct- 
delivered from farms. 

The proposed transfer credits would 
not be significantly different from the 
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zone location differential rates adopted 
herein where the transfer Is between 
plants which are both located beyond 50 
miles from the City Hall In Detroit since 
both rate schedules are based on a pre¬ 
vailing hauling cost of 1 cent per 10 miles 
(earlier explained). 

The proposed transfer credit schedule 
indicates that there is an additional 5 
cents “fixed cost'* in transporting be¬ 
tween plants as compared to differences 
In rates for direct-delivery hauling. Ap¬ 
plication of the 1 cent per 10 mile rate 
within the 0-50 mile zone (where the 
proposed rate was 10 cents) would leave 
a residual of 5 cents. Thus, handlers 
could be expected to pay 5 cents more 
per hundredweight for transferred milk 
than for direct-delivery milk under the 
zone transfer credit schedule. 

A transfer adjustment credit to han¬ 
dlers which is greater than the Class I 
price differences by zones is not neces¬ 
sary to achieve adequate supplies at dis¬ 
tributing plants and would tend to pro¬ 
vide less incentive to use the most 
efficient means of getting milk to the 
market. 

There are several handlers in the mar¬ 
ket who currently are paying an extra 
5 cents per hundredweight (transporta¬ 
tion) to obtain supply plant milk. 
Presumably there is some advantage to 
the particular handler in obtaining milk 
from supply plants which is worth the 
extra cost in light of the currently avail¬ 
able alternative of receiving direct-deliv¬ 
ery milk. By employing only one sched¬ 
ule of location adjustment credits under 
the order, each handler will be in a po¬ 
sition to choose the method of obtaining 
a milk supply which best suits his needs 
without burdening the producers' price 
with transportation charges higher than 
are required by direct-delivery made at 
their expense. 

Several producer associations proposed 
further that the location adjustment 
credits on transfers of milk from supply 
plants be limited to the actual volume of 
Class I milk processed (less receipts of 
other milk allocated to such class) rather 
than apply to 108 percent of Class I 
volume In the plant as under the present 
Southern Michigan order. This proposal 
would require the handler purchasing 
from country supply plants to pay the 
interplant transportation cost on all 
(rather than on a portion of) such re¬ 
ceipts of whole milk which are utilized 
as Class 11 use in his city distributing 
plant. 

Proponents contended that because of 
the change to bulk tank handling In the 
market whereby all plants can be ade¬ 
quately supplied on a direct-delivery 
basis, there is no need to assure that the 


Inventory of fluid milk products on hand 
at the end of the month are in Class n. 
There arc also daily variations in demand 
for fluid items which cannot be forecast 
with exactness. Thus, as a practical 
matter, it is virtually impossible for a 
distributing plant to utilize as Class I, 
all milk brought in from country plants. 
The provisions of the order adopted 
herein afford the same net return to pro¬ 
ducers for milk so used at Detroit distrib¬ 
uting plants irrespective of whether it Is 
obtained directly from the farm or 
through a supply plant. Elimination of 
the transfer credit would return a higher 
net price to producers for milk moved to 
the city through supply plants than that 
which is obtained on a direct-shipped 
basis. In view of such circumstances it 
is appropriate that the order continue to 
provide a reasonable margin in the 
amount of transferred milk on which 
transportation credit is allowed. It is 
concluded that the present order provi¬ 
sion accomplishes this purpose and 
should be continued. 

Deliveries divided between zones . Sev¬ 
eral cooperatives proposed that loca¬ 
tion adjustments applicable to payments 
to producers for base milk and milk to 
be paid for at the uniform price or ad¬ 
justed uniform price should be at the 
rate applicable to Class I milk (not in¬ 
cluding the 4-cent direct-delivery differ¬ 
ential previously adopted herein). It 
was proposed further that in the case of 
any producer whose milk is physically 
received at plants in more than one price 
zone during the month, the location ad¬ 
justment should be the weighted average 
of the adjustments for the respective 
plant locations, provided that If 65 per¬ 
cent of a producer's milk were delivered 
to plants in a single zone during the 
month, all milk of such producer for 
the month would be priced at such zone. 

The location differential rate schedule 
is such that when taken in combination 
with the producer's hauling rate it re¬ 
flects the location utility of the milk. 
Thus, under ordinary circumstances, the 
producer would receive about the same 
net return at each zone location and 
therefor© would be indifferent as to 
whether his milk is shipped to a nearby 
supply plant or to a more distant 
distributing plant in a closer-in zone. 

Distributing plants receiving direct- 
delivered bulk tank milk ordinarily will 
rely on such supplies for their full 
weekly needs, the only exception being 
when supplemental, or emergency, sup¬ 
plies are required from supply plants. 
On the other hand, on nonbottling days 
such as weekends, or where for other 
reason surplus accumulates at the dis¬ 
tributing plant, some of the bulk tank 


market be supplied through transship- milk may be diverted therefrom to monu¬ 


ments from supply plants by allowing an 
extra margin beyond Class I sales vol¬ 
ume in computing the handler's transfer 
credit. To the extent that such credit 
could be attributed to assuring some un¬ 
necessary reserve of milk at bottling 
plants, it would seem appropriate to 
adopt the proposal. However, there are 
pertinent aspects of the provision which 
are not appreciably affected by the 
change to bulk tank handling. 

Under the classification and account¬ 
ing provisions of the order, shrinkage and 


facturing plants. At certain of the dis¬ 
tributing plants, however, milk received, 
including weekend supplies, is “banked" 
at the plant for later use on heavy 
bottling days. 

For each zone except Zone I (which 
includes Detroit) there are few, if any. 
instances when diversion to a supply 
plant as compared to delivery to a dis¬ 
tributing plant means a change in pric¬ 
ing zone. On milk customarily delivered 
to fulfill the needs of Zone I distributing 
plants, however, the diversion of such 


milk to manufacturing use on certain 
days of the week is likely to Involve 
movement to a lower-priced zone. Thin, 
there Is present the question of appropri-’ 
ate pricing of the milk on days of diver¬ 
sion to another price zone 
Milk which was never Intended to be 
utilized to fulfill Zone I fluid require¬ 
ments, and with respect to which the 
greater transportation cost to such lot* 
was not incurred, should not be paid foe 
at the Zone I price. The possibility of 
assigning more producer milk to i 
higher-priced zone than is needed fc* 
zone requirements, which extra milk fe 
diverted to another zone, should be mini¬ 
mized by adopting the proposal to apply 
the weighted average of the zone met 
based upon the respective deliveries to 
each zone. Contrariwise, milk which Is 
Intended to fulfill such Zone I require- 
ments. and which is regularly and sub¬ 
stantially so used, should receive the 
price for Zone I where ordinarily re¬ 
ceived even though it sometime* may be 
diverted for the convenience of the han¬ 
dler. The delivery of 65 percent or more 
of the producer's milk to Zone I is rea¬ 
sonable evidence of the continuing need 
of such milk for zone requirements and 
thus warrants the pricing of all milk of 
the producer according to that zone. 

The assignment of milk to plants for 
pricing on the above basis will sem 
orderly marketing by encouraging aa 
optimum adjustment of supplies to zone 
needs. It will also make possible uni¬ 
form payment to producers whose milt 
is cutomArtiy received at Zone I plant* 
and thus is mode fully available for fluid 
use. Irrespective of whether the receirirf 
handler holds all such milk in the zdm 
or chooses to divert on weekends to a 
lower priced zone. 

It is recognized that careful account¬ 
ing practice will be required to determine 
the milk eligible for Zone I prlcinf. 
While it may be expected from the rec¬ 
ord that producers will he a&^nrt 
rather consistently to given plantMnui 
reducing the administrative problem « 
determining whether the producer's mi® 
has met the delivery requirement of w 
provision, we may not dismiss entirrly 
the possibility of some aimlnistrsu* 
difficulty in such regard. The pmvwoc 
has merit, however, and should n« 
denied on this potentiality. . 

(b) Class J milk prices The CW* 
price should be established at the fe • 
level (annual basis) which prev*H . . 
rently in the Southern Michigan 
The method of determining thc , fMtl 
price should provide for a untf ^ 
monthly differential adjusted . 
supply-demand formula 
now provided for under the So 
Michigan order. ^ 

General level of Class 1 over* 
present annual level of 
fixed under the terms ofthe Sow ^ 
Michigan order market sh u 

C °Scvernl producer organi/aUoi^JP^J 
posed that the stated Cl* 5 * * s * 43 f 0 .b, 
be uniform in all months!Present **- 
Zone I. the averse of the me |UJ) 
sonal differentials W ****** order, 
under the Southern cTeJ * 

They proposed further that * ^ % 

a supply-demand adjustor is 
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necessary adjunct to the Class I pricing 
formula, the present Southern Michigan 
order supply-demand adjustor be con¬ 
tinued, modified principally with respect 
to the maximum amount, plus or minus, 
by which such formulA may adjust the 
Class 1 differential during any month. 
In effect, producer proposals relative to 
the level of the Class I differential, to¬ 
gether with their proposal to modify 
the supply-demand adjustor, would re¬ 
sult in an Immediate 20-ccnt per hun¬ 
dredweight increase in Class I price for 
the consolidated market as compared to 
that currently prevailing in the South¬ 
ern Michigan market. A more detailed 
discussion of the supply-demand formula 
U set forth elsewhere in these findings. 

Representatives from certain inde¬ 
pendent milk dealers operating in major 
cities of western Michigan (Battle Creek, 
Kalamazoo. Grand Rapids, and Muske¬ 
gon l were strongly opposed to any 
change which would result In a higher 
Class I price level under the consolidated 
order. They testified that their respec¬ 
tive areas have been more than ade¬ 
quately supplied with milk. They con¬ 
tended that conditions in these areas 
make it rronomlcofiy impossible for them 
to absorb any Increase in Class I cost and 
pointed to intensive resale competition 
with milk distributors from the South 
Bend and Fort Wayne, Ind., and Toledo, 
Ohio, markets. 


In view of the supply of milk in excess 
of bottilnp. needs In the Southern Michi¬ 
gan and Muskegon markets (43 percent 
arwi 41 percent, respectively, during 1964 > 
and no indication of milk shortage in the 
foreseeable future, an Increase in the 
minimum Class I price above current 
levels would not be warranted. It is con¬ 
cluded. therefore, that while as stated 
below, seasonality in the Class I price 
differential should be removed, never¬ 
theless it should be fixed at a level which, 
taking into account the adjustments 
occasioned by revisions In location pric¬ 
ing. will not be significantly different 
from the annual average now prevailing. 

Therefore, the Class I differential 
under the merged and expanded order 
should be 11,40. a reduction of 3 cents 
from the average differential under the 
Present Southern Michigan order. Such 
3-cent adjustment on all Class I milk will 
return about the same total amount of 
money to producers as is returned to 
them under the present Southern Micht- 
UiiJTi and Muskegon orders. 
ftJr? 4-ccnt direct-delivery differ- 
5™ app ,! lcablc metropolitan Detroit 
apply to about one-half of 
jul tlu? Class I milk and to a significant 
Proportion of the Class II milk. Thus, 
t ^ould require about a 2-cent reduction 
m^L Pr ce on aU Class 1 milk in the 
55*?* H}* rkct to return Uie same 
amount of money to producers under 

mnl Pa f yVH* 1 provislon - The Class I 
^ outside metropolitan Detroit is 

th* diYlded between plants in 

j^mainder of the present zero zone 
Changc 15 made to the loca- 
^^“iroent) and the other zones. 
2*2*^ average change In the 
the ^l ndvU * Ulient8 in zones other than 

%*?«»* (Including Muskegon> 

p,Us 7 6 cent*. Tills increase in 

No. H7-.7 


price would apply to about one-fourth 
of the milk under the combined orders 
and amount to nearly two cents on all 
Class I milk. The net effect of all 
changes In location adjustment rates 
amounts to about four cents on all Class 
I milk. The application of the present 
Southern Michigan supply-demand ad¬ 
justment of minus 45 cents to the volume 
of Class I milk under the present Mus¬ 
kegon order accounts for an additional 
1-cent reduction on all Class I milk to 
be covered by the merged order. The 
latter amount should be offset against 
the other reductions, however. Conse¬ 
quently, it is appropriate to adjust the 
$1.43 average Class I differential under 
the present Southern Michigan order 
to $1.40 under the combined order. 

Although certain handlers favored the 
adoption of the producer proposal aimed 
at effecting an increase of 20 cents per 
hundredweight in the level of Class I 
price, their interest in this matter was 
principally related to the effect such an 
increase in price might have in lessen¬ 
ing the amounts of the negotiated pre¬ 
miums (above the order Class I prices) 
in the markets. 

Seasonal Class / price differentials. 
The Class I price differentials $1.63 and 
$1.23 on a seasonal basis should be re¬ 
placed with a uniform monthly differ¬ 
ential of $1.40 at Zone I plants. This dif¬ 
ferential represents the 12-month aver¬ 
age of the present seasonal differentials 
of the Southern Michigan market, ad¬ 
justed only to the extent of offsetting the 
increase in price level which otherwise 
would result from the changes made in 
zone pricing and the adoption of & di¬ 
rect-delivery differential, as discussed 
above. 

As previously stated, several producer 
groups proposed that the Class I differ¬ 
ential be uniform in all months and that 
such differential be $1.43 per hundred¬ 
weight at Detroit. They cited as their 
reasons for a uniform Class I price dif¬ 
ferential the more even seasonal pat¬ 
tern of production which has prevailed 
in recent years, due in large part to the 
almost complete changeover from can 
cooling and Interplant shipment of milk 
to the present-day bulk tank cooling and 
shipment and the presence of the base- 
excess plan of payment. 

They pointed out in this connection 
that the necessarily large investment as¬ 
sociated with the acquisition of farm 
bulk tank equipment has encouraged 
dairy farmers to enlarge their opera¬ 
tions and to even out milk deliveries 
throughout the year in order to make 
the most efficient use of such equipment. 
Producers contended further that the 
base plan currently in both orders (and 
proposed for inclusion also in the con¬ 
solidated order) likewise furnishes in¬ 
centive for evenness of deliveries and 
that a uniform monthly Class I differ¬ 
ential would tend to enhance the effec¬ 
tiveness of the plan. 

A uniform Class I differential through- 
out the year should be adopted. The 
amplitude of change from the month of 
seasonally lowest production to that of 
highest production Is quite small Indicat¬ 
ing the achievement of a relatively level 
seasonal production pattern for the fluid 


market This is evidenced by monthly 
seasonal Indexes of producer milk re¬ 
ceipts in each market computed from 
data for the 4-year period 1961 through 
1964/ The month of July 1963, for ex¬ 
ample. shows an index of 93 percent 
compared to an index of 104 for May 
1964. Similarly the July-May indexes 
for the preceding 12-month periods of 
July 1962-May 1963 and July 1961-May 
1962 were 92-105 percent and 94-107 
percent, respectively. 

The seasonal patterns of milk produc¬ 
tion in both the Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon markets arc in reasonable 
alignment. During the 12-month period 
of July 1963. through June 1964. the 
monthly index of producer receipts for 
the Muskegon order market varied at the 
most by 3.1 percent from that of the 
Southern Michigan order market and 
on the average for the 12-month period 
reflected variance at a rate of only one- 
half of 1 percent per month. 

The relatively even production pattern 
currently prevailing will be encouraged 
by continuance of the base plan now a 
part of both orders. The somewhat 
higher uniform prices during the spring 
months of generally higher production 
which would result from & level Class I 
differential will enhance the plan by en¬ 
couraging producers to keep their bases 
due to widening the difference between 
the base and excess prices during the 
flush production months. 

There was no opposition by cither han¬ 
dier or producer groups to the proposal 
to eliminate the seasonal pattern of Class 
I pricing. Indeed, a number of handlers, 
as well as the producer groups, indicated 
their support for such a change. 

In view of the above considerations, it 
is concluded that the substitution In the 
consolidated order of a uniform monthly 
Class I price differential Tor the present 
seasonal differentials is appropriate and 
should be adopted. 

Supply-demand adjustor. A supply- 
demand adjustor which would retain the 
essential features of that which is now 
a part of the Southern Michigan Class 
I pricing formula should be included in 
the consolidated order. 

Several producer associations sug¬ 
gested use of the present Southern Mich¬ 
igan supply-demand adjustor, with slight 
modification, in the event of a determi¬ 
nation that such a method of adjusting 
prices should be made a part of the con¬ 
solidated order. The Muskegon order 
Class I pricing provisions do not contain 
a supply-demand factor. As stated ear¬ 
lier. the producer proposal would modify 
the Southern Michigan formula by 
changing the limit (upward or down¬ 
ward) by which the notion of the “ad¬ 
justor'* may affect the price per hun¬ 
dredweight In any month from a maxi¬ 
mum of 45 cents to a maximum of 25 
cents. They suggested also that the sup¬ 
ply-demand formula computation should 
include the producer receipts and Class 
I sales of all handlers to be fully regu- 


1 Indexes computed by the ‘moving aver¬ 
age” method whereby the ratios of dally 
average receipts of producer milk for the 
month to a 12-month moving average of 
such receipts (center on the seventh month) 
are computed. 
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lated by the consolidated order rather 
than only the receipts and sales of pres¬ 
ent Southern Michigan order handlers. 

A supply-demand factor should be In¬ 
cluded as one of the components of the 
Class I pricing scheme of the consoli¬ 
dated order. The purpose of a supply- 
demand adjustment provision Is to ad¬ 
just promptly the minimum Class I price 
upward or downward as the supply of 
producer milk changes In relation to 
Class I sales. This purpose is consistent 
with the criteria of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act. as amended, 
which provides that the prices to be fixed 
under the authority of such Act shall be 
reasonable in view of market supply and 
demand conditions, assure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk, 
and be in the public Interest. The auto¬ 
matic adjustment of Class I prices in re¬ 
sponse to changes in the relation between 
supplies and Class I sales is designed to 
carry out in the market the price objec¬ 
tive of the Act through encouragement 
of supplies at the levels needed for fluid 
requirements. 

The present supply-demand formula 
under the Southern Michigan order pro¬ 
vides for the adjustment of the Class I 
price primarily on the basis of the mar¬ 
ket’s supply-sales relationship in the 
most recent 2-month period (current 
utilization percentage) in relation to a 
’’norm”. Instead of using a specified 
schedule of seasonal adjustment factors, 
as in some other orders, the formula 
provides a method of computing the 
monthly norms which is designed to pro¬ 
vide automatic ‘'updating” for seasonal 
variations in the market. The average 
level of Class I utilization * in the most 
recent 2-month period Is converted to an 
’’annual” basis by using a seasonal index 
calculated from market data for the pre¬ 
ceding 26-month period. The Class I 
price is decreased, or increased, when 
the most recent 2-month data indicate 
an annual level of market supply more, 
or less, than 136.7 percent of Class I use. 

A schedule of stated monthly standard 
utilization percentages (norms) which 
averages 136.7 percent of producer re¬ 
ceipts to Class I utilization should be 
adopted in lieu of the present system 
for computing monthly “norms” as now 
provided in southern Michigan. 

The seasonal patterns of producer re¬ 
ceipts and of Class I sales in the Southern 
Michigan market during the period 1962- 
1964 have not changed significantly. 
During this time, the relationship of sup¬ 
ply to Class I utilization was greatest 
during the May-Junc period used to 
compute the July norm. Conversely, the 
supply generally was lowest in relation 
to Class I sales during the October- 
November period, the period used to 
compute the December norms. The rel¬ 
atively close seasonal alignment of norms 
computed for the 3-year period is illus¬ 
trated by the fact that the July norms 
for the years 1962. 1963, and 1964 were 
only 12.4, 12.7. and 12.5 percent, respec- 


* The percentage which the volume of pro¬ 
ducer milk le of CUaa I utilisation in the 
market an reported by handlers is referred 
to In these findings as “Class I utilization 
percentage**. 


tivcly, higher than the December norms 
for the same years. 

In light of these conditions the present 
mechanics of the Southern Michigan 
supply-demand adjustor may be sim¬ 
plified by specifying a schedule of 
monthly norms to replace the more com¬ 
plex system of calculating norms as now 
provided. In order that the market ad¬ 
ministrator may announce the Class I 
price early in the month to which it ap¬ 
plies, as proposed elsewhere in these 
findings, it Is necessary to provide that 
the adjustor be computed on the basis 
of the recelpts-sales relationship for the 
second and third months preceding the 
pricing month in lieu of the first- and 
second-month period employed in the 
present Southern Michigan order. A 
temporary provision Is included to per¬ 
mit the market administrator to employ 
the receipts and utilization data for the 
second and third months prior to the ef¬ 
fective date of the consolidated order as 
established for handlers and pool plants 
pursuant to the provisions of the prior 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
orders. 

It is not expected that the combining 
of the receipts and sales of the two sub¬ 
ject markets in computing current utili¬ 
zation percentage wih alter significantly 
the amount of the supply-demand ad¬ 
justment called for by the formula. 
The ratios of Class I utilization to pro¬ 
ducer receipts In the two markets are 
very nearly the same. The volume of 
milk priced under the Muskegon order 
is only about 3 percent of the volume of 
milk priced under the present Southern 
Michigan order. Also, it Is anticipated 
that the effect upon the supply-sales 
relationship resulting from the regula¬ 
tion of additional handlers through ex¬ 
pansion of the marketing area will be 
negligible. It is estimated that the 
volume of milk marketed by such 
presently unregulated handlers will rep¬ 
resent less than 1 percent of the milk to 
be priced under the amended order. 

Even with use of the expanded sales 
and receipts data in the formula com¬ 
putation, the formula is expected to re¬ 
sult In computed adjustments to the 
Class I price differentials closely approx¬ 
imating those which would result If the 
more complex formula provisions of the 
present 8outhcm Michigan order were 
adopted. This is appropriate inasmuch 
as there was no testimony to support 
any significant revision of the general 
level of norms presently called for under 
the present Southern Michigan order 
formula. The following schedule of 
norms has been constructed to fit this 
general level and should be adopted: 


Month fur 
which prk* b 
1*4 rif computed 

Frceedln* month* uttd 
In cotniMiUlkrn 

Standard 

uUHkaUoci 

permit Birr 

January... 

Oetot**. November 

m 

Fetruary. 

Norrriilxc. 

m 

March. 

Deoemt**. January. 

154 

April. 

January. Fdcuftry._ 

m 

May. 

Fehruery, M ach.. 

133 

June . 

March, April... 

135 

July.. 

AujcuM , 

April. Muy. 

May, June. 

141 

147 

September. 

June. July. 

143 

October 

July. Aural. .. 


Novcmlatf. 

Aiicust. September ... 

taw 

Itoremhrr- 

September. October . 

133 


The 45-cent maximum amount by 
which the present Southern Michigan 
order formula may adjust the Class I 
price differential plus or minus during 
any month should not be changed in the 
revised formula. 

The supply of milk in the Southern 
Michigan order market in recent years 
has been increasing at a more rapid 
rate than the demand for Class I milk. 
During 1961 receipts from producers were 
159 percent of Class I sales Similarly, 
the years 1962, 1963, and 1964 show a re¬ 
lationship of 170. 172, and 175 percent, 
respectively. The supply-demand ad¬ 
justor during this period has resulted In 
minus supply-demand adjustments to 
the Class I price. Since May 1961 the 
computed adjustment has been In excess 
of the minus 45-cent per hundredweight 
limit set by the order. As a consequence, 
the minus 45-cent limit has been the ad¬ 
justment to Class I price from May 1961 
to date. 

During this same period, however, pro¬ 
ducers have been obtaining negotiated 
premium prices for milk going into fluid 
bottling use which, on a monthly aver¬ 
age, have exceeded the 45-cent supply- 
demand adjustment. These premium, 
or "super pool”, prices have negated the 
effectiveness of the supply-demand ad¬ 
justment and make its actual effect 
indeterminable. 

The 175 percent production-sales re¬ 
lationship for 1964 represents a 38 per¬ 
centage point deviation from the 1367 
“norm” provided for in the present for¬ 
mula. Of this 38 percentage point devi¬ 
ation only 15 points arc actually reflected 
In the 45-cent effective adjustment now 
prevailing in the market. It is not ap¬ 
propriate, therefore, to consider any 
change in the limit of adjustment as now 
provided for under the Southern Michi¬ 
gan order which would have the effect of 
raising the Class I price level. 

Producers suggested the possibility of 


a “regional” supply-demand adjustor un¬ 
der which the sales and receipts of cer¬ 
tain nearby orders, as well as those of 
the two subject markets, might be In¬ 
cluded for purposes of establishing 
“norms" and of computing current utili¬ 
zation percentages. They further sug¬ 
gested limiting the amount of su PP* 3r * 
demand adjustment in a manner wmcfl 
would maintain a certain fixed align¬ 
ment of Class I prices with the Toledo 
(Northwestern Ohio order* 
Sufficient evidence was not offered How¬ 
ever, which would support adoption o 
these suggestions at this time. 

Other changes retating to ClassJ price. 
The order should provide that tbe cu» 
I price be computed on the °f tn 
basic formula price (Minnesota-Wlsco 
sin average manufacturing price* h 
the preceding month rather than for 

current month as at present 

This Is a modification of P”* 6 "* p „ 
visions of both orders and 
possible for the market Bcin ' . ,j,, 

to announce the Class 1 •****^flfijnirrs 
month to which It applies Both t 
presently provide for such 
on or before the fifth day of the monin 
following the pricing month. 

The revised procedure for OOttP t with 
of the Class I price will * “I^^ures 
mnro recent Class I pricing procco 
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in other Federal orders. Producers and 
handlers will be in position to Know the 
exact Class I price early in the month 
to which it applies and it will promote 
Clav I alignment with other nearby or¬ 
ders Public announcement of the Class 
I price would be made by the market ad¬ 
ministrator on or before the sixth day 
of the month for which such price is 
applicable. 

Butter fat differentials . Handler and 
producer butterfat differentials in the 
consolidated order should be maintained 
at the same level as those in the present 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon or¬ 
ders Class I, Class n f and producer 
butterfat differentials in the existing or¬ 
ders arc computed by multiplying the 
Chicago 92-score butter price for the 
current month by 0.113. 

A witness for one association of pro¬ 
ducers proposed that the factor used to 
compute the handler and producer but¬ 
terfat differentials be increased to 0.130. 
The effect of such an increase on the 
cost of milk to handlers would be to 
Increase butterfat prices and decrease 
prices of the skim milk component. 

Butterfat differentials should not be 
changed. Current prices and butterfat 
differentials have attracted supplies of 
producer milk which contain a higher 
percentage of butterfat than the average 
butterfat content of the Class I products 
made from such milk.* In Southern 
Michigan for the recent period of Jan¬ 
uary 1963 through October 1964. the but¬ 
terfat content of producer milk aver¬ 
aged 0 6 point (0.06 percent) higher 
than that of Class I milk. Muskegon 
producer milk during this same period 
averaged 2 2 points <0.22 percent) higher 
in butterfat content than Class I milk. 
Thus, on the average each hundred¬ 
weight of producer milk used in Class 
I in Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
yielded 0.06 of a pound and 0.22 of a 
pound, respectively* of butterfat destined 
for manufacturing uses. 

Based on October 1964 figures, the 
proposed higher differential would have 
Increased the price of Class II butterfat 
from 68.85 cents to 73.67 cents per pound. 
There was no evidence by proponent to 
*now that handlers or the cooperatives 
who are handling the market surpluses 
ttwdd afford to take either current or any 
Additional amounts of surplus butterfat 
at this higher price. The proponent co¬ 
operative does not engage in processing 
operations. 


There are indications also that the d< 
for butterfat for Class I milk iten 
I?. 1 * 10 m ^ket is declining relative to tl 
milk component. In Souther 
Michigan skim milk sales for the first 1 
wcrc UP 9 percent froi 
Pertod_ a year earlier. By contras 

wh^L°* and coffee cream, an 
»Wppmg cream durlIlK ^ io- mon t 

of 1 ^ 64 increased less than 1 pci 
a -f Ah? 55* &ame P«iod in 1963. All 
product containing only 
52? recently was Into 

“ucttitn Southern Mich town, sales ( 


»m«n ta uk * n o* the price a 
for iWLi th ® market julmlnutrsit 

Southern Michigan ai 

for Souttc™ V vV 16 Mllk Mttrk * t Bu,let 
Uirrn Michigan for 1963-64. 


this product climbed from 1.2 million 
pounds during December 1963 to 2.6 mil¬ 
lion pounds in October 1964. Low-fat 
Class I products, therefore, have in¬ 
creased substantially while sales of 
products with high fat content have ei¬ 
ther expanded at a slower rate or 
have declined. Market data do not sup¬ 
port higher butterfat prices. 

<c) Pool plant requirements . The 
provisions governing "pool plant" status 
should be modified to base pool status 
for supply plants operated by a cooper¬ 
ative association on the proportion of 
member producer milk which is moved 
directly from farms, or transferred from 
its own plant, to distributing plants. 
Such a provision Is appropriate to realize 
efficiencies in handling the market sup¬ 
ply of milk . 

Performance requirements for pool 
plant status are the means of identifying 
and qualifying producer milk for partici¬ 
pation in the marketwide pool. A "dis¬ 
tributing" plant qualifies for pool status 
on the basis of the percentage of the 
milk received at the plant which Is dis¬ 
tributed on routes in the form of fluid 
milk products. A "supply" plant quali¬ 
fies for pool status on the basis of milk 
transshipped to pool distributing plants. 
Producer milk which is associated with 
either type of pool plant, either by being 
physically received at the plant or by 
diversion therefrom. Is qualified as pool 
milk. This method of qualifying pro¬ 
ducer milk at country supply plants for 
pooling has become inadequate under the 
bulk tank method of moving milk from 
farm to plant. 

Handling of milk by bulk tank is dis¬ 
placing the traditional function of the 
supply plant as the principal means of 
assembling milk for shipment to Detroit. 
About two-thirds of the milk received at 
Detroit plants now is shipped by bulk 
tank directly from the farms where it 
is produced. As previously stated, it is 
practicable to furnish all such plants by 
this means. With the increase in bulk 
tank handling, much of the milk which 
wax formerly qualified for pool status 
through supply plant shipment (by first 
being received at such plants and trans¬ 
shipped to distributing plants) is moved 
directly from the farms to distributing 
plants. Country assembly, or receiving, 
stations are fast disappearing. Milk re¬ 
ceived at supply plants now represents 
the residual supplies in the market. A 
principal function of the country supply 
plant with manufacturing facilities to¬ 
day is providing an outlet for producer 
milk on weekends and. to some extent, 
for daily and seasonal reserves rather 
than providing an assembly point for 
shipment to the fluid market. 

Most of the supply plants affected 
by this situation are operated by co¬ 
operative associations. In this market 
most handlers depend on cooperative 
associations for their supplies of milk 
and such associations must provide the 
necessary manufacturing facilities to 
take care of reserve supplies on the days 
that proprietary handlers do not need 
the milk. 

Because of these conditions, cooper¬ 
ative associations proposed that the bulk 
tank milk which a cooperative, as the 


handler, causes to be shipped directly 
from farms to distributing plants be In¬ 
cluded with the milk shipped from its 
plants as the basis for qualifying for 
pool status additional milk which is 
moved from farms to manufacturing 
plants. 

An alternative proposal suggested by 
a proprietary handler would permit a 
cooperative to qualify its supply plants 
for pool status on the basis of the pro¬ 
portion of the milk of all member pro¬ 
ducers which is delivered to pool plants 
of other handlers, whether or not the co¬ 
operative lx the handier on any such 
milk. The order now contains such a 
provision but cooperative witnesses 
stated that it is not adequate to fit all 
situations. For example, one coopera¬ 
tive operates its own distributing plant 
as well as a supply plant and such pro¬ 
vision docs not allow any pooling quali¬ 
fication credit for its supply plant with 
respect to milk formerly received there 
but which is now moved to Its distribut¬ 
ing plant directly from farms. 

Supply plant performance require¬ 
ments aid in assuring adequate supplies 
of milk for the market by providing a 
means whereby those producers who reg¬ 
ularly provide supplies for the market 
can share in the proceeds from Class I 
sales. Such sharing in the Class I sales 
of the market provides assurance that 
the necessary supplies of milk will be 
available when needed. To be effec¬ 
tive in accomplishing this purpose the 
performance requirements should assure 
that the principal function of the supply 
plant Is supplying the Class I outlets 
(pool distributing plants) and that the 
milk received at such a plant is part of 
a supply on which the market may de¬ 
pend. 

The present supply plant performance 
standard for pooling under the Southern 
Michigan order requires that 25 percent 
or the "call percentage", whichever is 
higher, of receipts at a supply plant actu¬ 
ally be shipped to distributing plants. 
The call percentage is a variable per¬ 
formance standard designed to require 
shipment of more than 25 percent of the 
milk at each supply plant as the market 
administrator estimates the additional 
need at distributing plants. The present 
cooperative "balancing" plant provision 
permits qualification of a cooperative 
plant wlven at least two-thirds of the 
milk of producers who are members of 
the association is delivered to pool plants 
of other handlers. 

Adoption of additional cooperative 
"balancing" plant performance require¬ 
ments based on the association of coop¬ 
erative member milk to pool distributing 
plants should be made to overcome the 
difficulties cooperatives have experienced 
in maintaining pool plant status for their 
supply plants under the present provision 
which, In certain Instances, requires the 
movement of bulk tank milk to such 
plants for reshipment when it lx needed 
at distributing plants. However, the re¬ 
quirements on a cooperative should be 
such as to establish that its major func¬ 
tion is supplying pool distributing plants. 

Proponent cooperatives suggested that 
the minimum performance standard for 
their balancing plants be established at 
25 percent or the call percentage. The 
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25 percent standard was adopted under 
the Detroit order about 10 years ago 
when the marketing area was limited to 
Detroit and the nearby cities of Ann 
Arbor, Pontiac, and Port Huron. At that 
time a substantial proportion of the 
market's fluid milk requirements was as¬ 
sembled through supply plants. Detroit 
handlers now obtain about two-thirds of 
their supplies on a direct-delivery basis. 
In addition the marketing area was ex¬ 
panded in 1960 to include substantial 
additional territory and now It Is being 
further expanded. All plants in the out¬ 
lying territory, which account for about 
50 percent of the Class I use under the 
order have always obtained supplies on a 
direct-delivery basis. Thus, about five- 
sixths of the fluid milk needs of distrib¬ 
uting plants are now obtained on a di¬ 
rect-delivery basis. The use of such 
direct receipts from member producers of 
a cooperative association along with 
shipments from its supply plant to de¬ 
termine an overall standard for pooling 
the supply plant requires a substantially 
higher percentage of “shipments’* than 
the 25 percent figure would Indicate. 

The order should provide that a plant 
operated by a cooperative association be 
a pool plant If at least one-half of the 
total member producer milk of the co¬ 
operative is moved either directly from 
the farm or from its plants to pool dis¬ 
tributing plants. In addition, pool 
status should be provided under the order 
for a plant operated by a cooperative 
association if at least one-half of the 
milk received at all pool distributing 
plants is member producer milk of the 
. cooperative. 

A cooperative which delivers a major¬ 
ity of Its total member producer milk to 
pool distributing plants Is sufficiently 
identified with the market to assure, 
under normal circumstances, that Its 
milk is available to distributing plants. 
A cooperative which supplies the major¬ 
ity of the aggregate requirements of all 
pool distributing plants in the market 
likewise may be considered a principal 
source of the market’s regular supplies. 
Any cooperative which serves the market 
by making its milk available for the 
market’s Class I milk needs also has the 
burden of disposing of the reserve sup¬ 
plies associated with such fluid milk 
need. Thus, it is appropriate that such 
cooperatives be provided the opportunity 
to pool their balancing plants on a basis 
which permits efficiency in their market¬ 
ing operations. 

In their exceptions to the recom¬ 
mended decision, certain cooperative as¬ 
sociations suggested that the pool plant 
provisions of the order should provide 
for an alternative performance require¬ 
ment based on 50 percent of member milk 
being supplied to pool distributing plants 
on a 12-month moving average. 

In support of the modification, excep¬ 
tors pointed out that there are several 
conditions In the market which may 
cause an unanticipated disqualification 
of a cooperative balancing plant which 
is required to meet a monthly perform¬ 
ance standard. Such conditions include 
a temporary flush in production due to a 
favorable change in weather and the 
shifting of large wholesale accounts. 
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An additional performance standard 
based on the average proportion of de¬ 
liveries to distributing plants during the 
second through thirteenth preceding 
months is appropriate since it would tend 
to add stability to the market by allow¬ 
ing such a cooperative significantly as¬ 
sociated with the market time to make 
adjustments in its operations in order 
to maintain pool status. However, such 
provision should be limited to a plant 
which has been associated with the mar¬ 
ket as a pool plant during each month 
of such performance period and also 
should not relieve the plant from meeting 
any call percentage which may be appli¬ 
cable for the current month. 

The recommended decision provided 
for a modification of the distributing 
plant performance requirement which 
permits exclusion of receipts certified by 
a cooperative association which operates 
no milk plant as having been delivered 
for manufacturing use by diversion from 
other pool plants. 

As stated in the recommended decision, 
this provision was used in only one In¬ 
stance In the market to provide for the 
efficient disposition of a cooperative’s re¬ 
serve supply. 

In their exceptions to the recom¬ 
mended decision, the cooperative which 
has employed the provision, along with 
other exceptors, pointed out that the pro¬ 
vision is no longer necessary. Under the 
circumstances, it is appropriate that the 
provision be deleted. 

The present Southern Michigan order 
includes a seasonal performance stand¬ 
ard for pool distributing plants. To 
qualify for pool status as such distribu¬ 
tion of fluid milk products on routes must 
be at least 55 percent during each of the 
months of October through March, and 
45 percent during other months, of re¬ 
ceipts from producers and supply plants. 
In addition, automatic pool status is pro¬ 
vided during April through September 
for those plants which meet the 55 per¬ 
cent requirement during each of the 
previous months of October through 
March. 

The order should provide pool plant 
status for a plant from which 50 percent 
of milk receipts are distributed on routes 
during the current month or either of 
the two preceding months. This will 
conform more adequately to the various 
utilization patterns in the market. 

In vlewr of the relatively uniform sup- 
ply-sales balance which now occurs 
during all months of the year, it is ap¬ 
propriate that the order employ a uni¬ 
form requirement of 50 percent tn all 
months. The provision which provides 
automatic pool plant status during the 
months of April through September on 
the basis of performance during the 
preceding October through March should 
be replaced with one which provides for 
pool plant status if the 50 percent re¬ 
quirement is met in cither of the 2 pre¬ 
ceding months. There appears to be no 
uniform pattern of monthly Class I 
utilization at distributing plants in all 
areas of the expanded marketing area. 
Handlers in certain areas of the market 
have a greater volume of Class I sales 
during the summer vacation season 
while others have higher sales volume 
during the fail and winter months, par¬ 


ticularly those handlers who have a sub¬ 
stantial proportion of their business in 
school milk contracts. Such a provision 
will also allow time to adjust plant oper¬ 
ations to meet pooling requirements in 
the event of unanticipated shifts between 
handlers of large sales accounts such 
as military contracts or chain store 
accounts. 

Call percentage. With certain modifi¬ 
cations the “call percentage” provision 
of the present Southern Michigan order 
should be included in the consolidated 
order. 

Under present Order No. 40 a supply 
plant must ship to distributing plants at 
least 25 percent of its receipts or the per¬ 
centage thereof which is “called” by the 
market administrator, whichever ii 
higher, in order to qualify as a pool plant. 
To compute the call percentage the mar¬ 
ket administrator first estimates for all 
regulated distributing plants the monthly 
Class I requirements plus a 15-percent 
operating margin. From this figure are 
subtracted the expected receipts or milk 
at such plants directly from producers’ 
farms and from supply plants which 
regularly ship their entire available milk 
supply to distributing plants during Au¬ 
gust through March. The remaining 
Class I milk is divided by estimated re¬ 
ceipts for the month at supply plants 
other than those which ship their entire 
supply as described above. The resultant 
percentage figure then is reduced by one- 
fourth (to lessen the chance of calling 
more than actually needed* in arriving 
at the effective call percentage. 

It was proposed that the call provi¬ 
sion be updated to exclude from the com¬ 
putation the Class I milk and the receipts 
of those distributing plants which no 
longer regularly receive milk from supply 
plants. The proposal would determine 
the call percentage by using only the 
figures of distributing plants which had 
received milk from supply plants during 
each of the most recent 12 months. 

The proposed revision should be 
adopted. Changes have occurred in the 
market which make the present method 
of computing the call percentage obso¬ 
lete. In 1955 when the call percentage 
first became effective In the then Detroit 
order, a major portion of the regulated 
distributors received milk from supply 
plants. Since that time two important 
changes have taken place. One Is an In¬ 
crease in the amount of milk delivered 
directly from farms to Detroit bottling 
plants in bulk tanks. The other Is that 
with expansion of the marketing area 
since 1955 to cover most of southern 
Michigan, a large number of handlers 
who receive no milk from supply plants 


have come under regulation. 

Consequently, today only 28 of the ap¬ 
proximately 115 distributing plants m 
the Southern Michigan market rrcei 
milk from supply plants. No distribute 
plants In the present Muskegon margei- 
Lng area regularly receive milk from 
supply plants. Under the call 
which was designed for the rL 

rlod, shortages or surpluses at the oi • 
distributing plants obscure the a 
juacy of supply levels at the 28 distri 
ing plants which still receive their mus 
from supply plants. The to 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


7915 


Friday , June 18, 1965 


which supply plants should be required 
to ship to insure adequate supplies at 
Detroit for bottling. 

By computing the call percentage as 
modified, the quantities needed by dis¬ 
tributors from supply plants would be 
clearly indicated and the provision would 
encourage the needed shipments. 

An additional change should be made 
to coordinate the call percentage with 
the revised standards for pool plant 
qualifications. It is provided that a co¬ 
operative may pool a supply plant when¬ 
ever (1» at least 50 percent of the re¬ 
ceipts at all pool distributing plants is 
the cooperative's member producer milk, 
or (2) ai least 50 percent of the associa¬ 
tions total member producer milk is 
moved to pool distributing plants. The 
new provision would pool in one unit both 
the milk received at the cooperative's 
supply plants and the milk shipped di¬ 
rectly from member farms to the dis¬ 
tributing plants. 

Milk at several supply plants of the 
cooperatives undoubtedly will pool under 
the new provisions. To assure that the 
supplies of milk at these plants, as well 
as bulk tank receipts, will be available 
to the market, any cooperative should be 
subject to the call percentage with re¬ 
spect to all its member producer milk. 
In order to pool their supply plant milk, 
the cooperatives, therefore, would be re¬ 
quired to keep their milk supplies avail¬ 
able for Class I use when needed. The 
call percentage would not be applicable 
to the member producer milk of a co¬ 
operative qualifying under the now pro¬ 
vision. however, until the call percentage 
exceeded the 50-percent minimum iden¬ 
tification with pool distributing plants, 
established for such cooperative's mem¬ 
ber producer milk. 

With the recommended modifications 
tbe call percentage will assist in insuring 
an adequate supply of milk for fluid use 

at all times. 


<d» Classification of mUk. The defi¬ 
nitions of Class I milk and Class II milk 
In the present Southern Michigan order 
should be adopted in the consolidated 
order with only minor modifications. 
JSas** of utilization . The present 
Southern Michigan order includes in 
Class I all skim milk and butterfat dis- 
of as any "fluid milk product" 
255“ 15 not accounted for as Class II 
m £ ir luid milk products'' include 
milk, &k:m milk. n avore< i milk, butter¬ 
milk. yogurt, cream (except frozen, 
cupped and sour cream). and any mlx- 
SSJ? m * Ik or milk and cream, 
Qnd half, for consumption 

in fluid form. 

Throughout the proposed marketing 
■w* the above fluid items must be made 
hA^K milk . approvwl tor fluid use by 
Drodnl auU ? orlUe8 ‘ Consequently, to 
Stlfrn farmor s must get a 

vith?hi?c I 1 whlch 15 commensurate 
wun the higher production and delivery 
^associated with milk under health 
lns«^ t L C l n i cquireincnte for bottling. To 
of nnMr P f <Xll i ctlon °* an adequate supply 
fluid use, the above products 
approved by health 
lo bc ^lf hpu,d bc included in Class I 
Priced at the Class I price level. 


This Class I milk definition is also 
quite similar to the one In the present 
Muskegon order. It differs only with 
respect to sour cream which is a Class I 
item in Muskegon. The Muskegon order 
classification of this product should not 
apply, however, because in the remainder 
of the consolidated marketing area han¬ 
dlers are not required to make this Item 
from milk inspected and approved for 
fluid use. 

With the principal exception of Class 
n shrinkage, the Class n milk definition 
of the present Southern Michigan order 
should be adopted also. Class II milk In 
the Southern Michigan order includes 
milk used to produce items which are not 
included in the fluid milk product defini¬ 
tion. Handlers generally arc not re¬ 
quired to make these products from milk 
approved for fluid use. These Class n 
items compete in a common market with 
products made from manufacturing 
grade milk. Milk used to produce these 
products should remain in Class II. 

This classification will permit competi¬ 
tive pricing of such milk and will enable 
cooperatives and handlers to manufac¬ 
ture and dispose of milk which Is in 
excess of the fluid needs of the market. 
Certain other nonfluid items and month- 
end inventories are also included In Class 
n in the present Southern Michigan 
order. This classification for such prod¬ 
ucts has worked satisfactorily and should 
be retained. 

In the exceptions it was requested that 
a change be made In the provisions 
covering the classification of bulk trans¬ 
fers of cream to nonpool plants to 
clarify the effect of such provisions as to 
transfers to any unregulated nonpool 
plant located in a State other than Penn¬ 
sylvania, New Jersey, New York, or New 
England. Both $ 1040.43 (c> and <d> of 
the order arc involved with cream trans¬ 
fers from poo! plants to plants not un¬ 
der this or another Federal order. Pro¬ 
ponents indicate that confusion has 
arisen as to the meaning of ? 1040.43(c) 
in relation to (d). In response to the ex¬ 
ceptions taken, the wording of such 
paragraphs has been modified to clarify 
the circumstances under which each 
applies. 

Computation of plant shrinkage . The 
Class II shrinkage allowance as provided 
for under the current Southern Michi¬ 
gan order should be continued in the 
consolidated order, modified principally 
to permit a division of allowable shrink¬ 
age with respect to bulk tank deliveries 
of producer milk to a pool plant by a 
cooperative association operating in the 
capacity of a handler on such milk. 

Under the present terms of both orders 
a maximum allowable shrinkage of 2 
percent is permitted the handler of a 
pool plant with respect to producer milk 
receipts and certain bulk receipts of fluid 
milk products from other order plants 
and from unregulated supply plants. 
No shrinkage is allowed for handling at 
a supply plant or to a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation as a handler on bulk tank milk 
deliveries to pool distributing plants. 
In such cases the full allowance for 
shrinkage is passed on to the transferee 
plant. 


Several producer groups proposed an 
allowance to the cooperative of shrinkage 
up to one-half of l percent of the farm 
weights when it is the first handler on 
such bulk tank milk, and 1 Vi percent to 
the pool distributing plant handler who 
receives such milk from the cooperative. 

Producers point out that in recent 
years the conversion from can to bulk 
tank has been at a rapid pace, accentu¬ 
ating the need for division in the assign¬ 
ment of shrinkage. Loss may occur, 
they contend, from adherence of n^lk to 
the side of the farm bulk tank, in the 
transfer from bulk tank to a farm 
pick-up tanker, and in the transfer from 
tanker to the plant of receipt. 

It is concluded that the proposed di¬ 
vision of shrinkage on bulk tank milk 
for which a cooperative association Is a 
handler should be adopted. 

As previously indicated, the trend to 
bulk tank operations in recent years has 
been significant with more than 85 per¬ 
cent of producer milk receipts under the 
two orders in combination now In bulk 
tanks. From market experience with 
bulk tanks the average difference be¬ 
tween the sum of individual farm weights 
and the scale weight taken at the plant 
approaches one-half of l percent. This 
is in line with experience in other Fed¬ 
eral order markets wiierc a shrinkage 
allowance of one-half of l percent for 
the function of receiving and cooling 
alone has been determined to be 
reasonable. 

The division of shrinkage between a 
cooperative association as a handler on 
bulk tank milk (allowance of up to one- 
half percent shrinkage) and the trans¬ 
feree handler who actually processes, 
bottles, and distributes the milk (allow¬ 
ance of up to 1)4 percent shrinkage) 
together with the other terms adopted 
herewith will assure the cooperative 
handler a reasonable share of the total 
allowable shrinkage. The cooperative 
association as the first receiving handler 
of producer milk in bulk tank would be 
held accountable to the producer-settle¬ 
ment fund for any differences in the 
quantities of milk received from pro¬ 
ducers based upon farm measurements, 
and the total quantity of milk which the 
purchasing handler claims as received 
at his plant from the cooperative. 

However, when the transferee-handler 
purchases such milk from the coopera¬ 
tive on the basis of the farm weights, the 
cooperative, of course, experiences no 
shrinkage. In such case* the order 
should continue to provide that actual 
shrinkage experienced by the transferee- 
handler up to 2 percent will be allowed 
him provided the market administrator 
is notified in advance on this basis of 
transaction. Similarly, when the han¬ 
dler operating the distributing plant pur¬ 
chases directly from producers without 
an intermediary handler involved, the 
maximum allowance for shrinkage at 
the plant would be continued at 2 per¬ 
cent. 

Three handlers in the market objected 
to any change tn shrinkage provisions 
which would divide the present maxi¬ 
mum allowance of 2 percent. They held 
that if dipstick measurement at the farm 
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is properly handled, no shortage need 
exist. Two of the handlers so testifying 
alleged their actual plant shrinkage to 
be In excess of 1% percent, the maxi¬ 
mum amount of allowable shrinkage pro¬ 
posed to be permitted a pool distributing 
plant handler with respect to bulk pur¬ 
chases of milk by transfer from a co¬ 
operative association handler. In actual 
practice the handlers testifying purchase 
their producer milk supplies on the basis 
of farm weights and tests. Therefore, 
in such circumstance such handlers 
would not be denied the entire maximum 
2-percent allowance under the terms 
proposed. 

No provision is made for shrinkage al¬ 
lowance on milk diversions to nonpool 
plants. Although such an allowance is 
now provided for under both orders, little 
if any milk is handled in such manner 
In these markets. The expanded South¬ 
ern Michigan market has ample pool 
plant manufacturing facilities for han¬ 
dling fluid milk reserves and It Is not 
expected that the situation will change 
In the foreseeable future. Any variance 
in weights and tests associated with such 
a diversion is a matter that can be han¬ 
dled In the terms of sale between the 
diverting handler and the operator of 
the plant which physically receives the 
milk. This modification will eliminate 
the need for Including additional order 
language without material effect upon 
handlers. 

In their exceptions three cooperative 
associations requested that provision also 
be made for a half percent shrinkage al¬ 
lowance to any cooperative pool supply 
plant with respect to producer milk 
transferred In bulk to pool distributing 
plants. Although a proposal concern¬ 
ing this matter was made at the hear¬ 
ing, it was not adequately supported by 
evidence on the record. Record testi¬ 
mony on shrinkage was directed to that 
related to milk shipped by cooperative 
handlers in bulk tanks as discussed 
above. 

<e) Adjusted uniform price. The 
method of computing the adjusted uni¬ 
form price (applicable to milk not under 
the base-excess plan) should be modified. 

It was proposed that the provision for 
an “adjusted” uniform price be modified. 
The adjusted uniform price applies only 
to producer milk for which no “base” has 
been computed, such as milk of a new 
producer, and to milk for which the pro¬ 
ducer has relinquished his computed 
base. At the present time the adjusted 
uniform price in each market is the com¬ 
puted uniform price reduced by a spe¬ 
cified monthly percentage of the differ¬ 
ence between the computed uniform price 
and the price (Class II) which is required 
to be paid for excess milk (over base). 
The present applicable monthly per¬ 
centages Involved In the adjustment arc 
January through March. 30; April, May, 
and June. 50; July. 15; and August 
through December. 5. The producers' 
proposal would substitute an adjustment 
percentage of 30 for the months of July 
through December in lieu of the present 
percentages of 15 and 5. 

The purpose of the base-excess plan Is 
to encourage producers to achieve and 
maintain evenness In their deliveries of 
milk throughout the year. This can best 


be accomplished when there Is a high 
degree of conformance to the plan and 
individual producers generally do not 
find it possible to relinquish their bases 
so as to gain temporary price advantage 
over producers who remain on base. 

Proponents testified that under the 
present plan individual producers have 
found advantage In relinquishing bases; 
also, that as a consequence the effective¬ 
ness of the base plan, as a means of 
maintaining even production through¬ 
out the year, has been reduced signifi¬ 
cantly and will be reduced further unless 
the order is modified to mitigate this 
advantage. 

The effect of the proposal would be 
to reduce the returns for milk which Is 
delivered as “no base” milk In the months 
of July through December. At present 
the reduction In the uniform price paid 
for such milk In July is 15 percent of the 
difference between the market blend, or 
uniform price, and the excess milk price. 
In August through December the adjust¬ 
ment is limited to a reduction of only 
5 percent of such difference In prices. 

Some increase in the percentage re¬ 
duction in the months of July through 
December is appropriate to insure ef¬ 
fectiveness of the base plan. However, 
in view of the relatively even production 
pattern achieved in this market, there 
Is no apparent reason why a uniform 
price reduction as great as 50 percent of 
the difference between the uniform and 
excess prices (as currently applies In 
April. May, and June) is needed in any 
month to accomplish the general objec¬ 
tive of the provision. A flat reduction 
of 25 percent of such difference In prices 
should be sufficient in all months to off¬ 
set. except In the most unusual cases, 
any gain in returns to a producer from 
relinquishing base as compared to re¬ 
turns accruing to other producers who 
remain on base while at the same time 
not constituting a deterrent to those in¬ 
dividual producers who enter the market 
for the first time. Thus, the general 
objective of insuring the effectiveness 
of the base plan In the interest of an 
orderly market may be achieved without 
any significant Increase in average ad¬ 
justment to the uniform price all months 
considered. 

Proponents further recognized that 
the expansion of the marketing area 
would result in regulation of certain 
plants now unregulated and thus bring 
under order pricing the milk of a num¬ 
ber of additional dairy farmers who have 
not made a base under the terms of 
either order. Accordingly, they offered 
alternative proposals for integrating the 
milk of such dairy farmers into the 
base-excess payment plan. Any such 
dairy farmer could (1) provide actual 
records of his deliveries for the base- 
formlng period on which a base could be 
computed, or (2) be paid the full (un¬ 
adjusted) market blend price until such 
time as he had shipped through a full 
base-forming period. The purpose of 
these alternative procedures is to avoid 
any price penalty to such dairy farmers 
who could be brought under the plan 
without prior knowledge of it. 

The recommended decision concluded 
that the dairy farmers who supply milk 
to the currently unregulated handlers 


in the counties to be added to the mar¬ 
keting area should be accorded the pro¬ 
posed alternatives. In the exception* it 
was pointed out that the recommended 
decision would require such producers to 
begin making base as soon as the ex¬ 
panded order would become effective, 
Exceptors contended that this would 
provide such producers too little time to 
adjust their production for base-mak¬ 
ing. It was suggested that they be per¬ 
mitted to delay the establishment of 
bases until August-December 1966 and 
that they be paid the uniform, rather 
than the adjusted uniform, price until 
February 1, 1967. One exceptor sug¬ 
gested that producers who supply any 
newly regulated plant be paid the full 
uniform price until they had completed a 
full base-forming period. In this case 
the full uniform price would apply 
whether the plant became newly regu¬ 
lated because of expansion of the mar¬ 
keting area or for other reasons 

Producers who supply any newly reg¬ 
ulated plant should be given adequate 
time to prepare for base-making The 
provision of the recommended decision 
should be changed to give producers who 
enter the market as the result of original 
qualification of the plant as a pool plant 
the option to receive the full uniform 
price until the second February l after 
the plant first became pooled. This will 
provide any such producer adequate time 
to adjust his production before making 
base if such time is needed. 

In order to insure the correct basis of 
payment, producers who elect to be 
paid the unadjusted uniform price 
should be required to notify the market 
administrator of the election of this op¬ 
tion before the end of the month such 
option would become effective. 

The merger of the Muskegon order 
into the Southern Michigan order raises 
the question of the validity of bases pre¬ 
viously made under the former order. 
Proponents suggested that bases made 
under the rules of such order be recog¬ 
nized until all producers under the con¬ 
solidated order receive recomputed base* 
for the following year in the normal 
manner. In view of the similarity of 
present base-excess plans under the two 
orders, the use of bases in effect under 
each of the present orders will result in 
a reasonable distribution of producer re- 
turns during any such temporary period 
under a consolidated order. Therefore, 
it Is not necessary or appropriate to ex¬ 
tend in such Instances the option of pay¬ 
ment at the unadjusted blend price m 
in the case of completely new shipper* 
Present producers under the separiue 
orders, however, should continue to nave 
the privilege of relinquishing base unde- 
the option of the adjusted uniform pnee 


as described above. 

(f) Method of pooling . Marfcctwac 
pooling provisions which are noj 
eluded in both Southern Michigan an 
Muskegon orders should be 
the consolidated order. Mark 
pooling is required in this markc 
maintain orderly marketing 

A marketwide pool is necessary to w 
tribute among ail producers the 
of carrying the reserve milk..^orderly 
the market and thus to 

___ 1 roflorvp milk me 4* 
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serve supplies of the Southern Michigan 
market arc unevenly distributed among 
poo! plants. With somewhat lesser dif¬ 
ferences, this is also true in the Muske¬ 
gon market At one extreme are the 
supply plants with manufacturing facil¬ 
ities, nearly all of which arc operated by 
cooperatives. Conversely, the great ma¬ 
jority of the proprietary distributing 
plants ordinarily receive only enough 
prodiio milk to supply their Class I 
nee dr. Relatively few distributing plants 
maintain manufacturing facilities al¬ 
though certain of such plants process 
cottage cheese. It Is at the cooperative 
supp plants that most of the reserve 
milk ior the market Is carried and manu¬ 
factured. This relieves most proprietary 
handlers from directly disposing of their 
dally kind seasonal surpluses. 

A proposal for individual-handler 
pools was made at the hearing. Under 
individual-handler pools producers who 
deliver their milk to supply plants in this 
market would receive prices consider¬ 
ably lower than those who ahip to dls- 
: plants with high Class I utiliza¬ 
tion The difference in such prices con¬ 
ceivably could be nearly as wide as the 
difference between the Class I and Class 
II prices. Thus, the major part of the 
burden of reserve milk would be reflected 
in prices to producers at supply plants, 
while producers delivering U proprietary 
distributing plants would enjoy virtually 
a Class I return for all tholr milk. Co- 
opcraUves thus would be handicapped 
in maintaining efficient facilities for the 
orderly disposition of milk destined for 
manufacturing and in assembling milk 
for shipment to the fluid market. A 
chani c to handler pooling undoubtedly 
would force producers and handlers to 
develop new methods of handling market 
wppUes of milk, in all probability with 
reduced c ltlciency in marketing and an 
unstable price situation for producers 
Sencrally. 

Marketwide pooling has enabled co¬ 
operative associations to develop manu¬ 
facturing facilities for the efficient han¬ 
dling of the reserve supplies, and yet to 
ne in pom Mon to return to their producers 
me sanu price as is paid by those han- 
nim who do not assume any direct rc- 
HwiuiblUty of carrying reserve supplies 
or of prov iding for their disposition when 
not needed for bottling. To enable the 
contimad efficient handling of reserve 
market pooling should be con- 


POoUng Is needed also to pr 
rwe stable producer prices. Certain sal 
Practices are prevalent which, und 
Wdler pooffng, could cause wide, u 
swings in producer prices 
It is becoming cot 
£j?f Iacc for handlers to sell milk 
amount* to wholesale outlets—ge: 
COMM * u 4 £ ermar **te or chain store a 
22™- ^Petition among handlers f 

cbaiL^ C h * ] 4 keen * and t* 1 * acc °un 
han^i, fluently. When a 

the ,^ C P erc °ntage of Class I use 

Coder T SSL change signiflcantl 
pJSLJ® *™hvidual-handler pool, tl 

the entuL** 6inidc Plant would abso 
count nrfn 8ain or ,oss ot BUCh an a 

u the ra d 111 loss or in 

in the may ^ be * would be reflect- 
Producer blend prices at anoth 


plant. In such instances, producer prices 
at the plants Involved could fluctuate 
markedly. Changes in excess of 25 cents 
per hundredweight or more could result. 
It is difficult for individual producers to 
plan their operations efficiently when 
prices can vary to this extent simply 
because of the change of an account from 
one handler to another. 

When such ahlf fcs in sales between pool 
handlers take place under a marketwide 
pool, however, there is no resulting 
change In producer prices. This is so 
because market Class I utilization in the 
aggregate is prorated over all producers. 
The greater stability of producer prices 
under marketwide pooling will assist 
producers in planning their operations. 

An alternative proposal was submitted 
for consideration in the event market- 
wide pooling Is continued. Under the al¬ 
ternative proposal handlers Belling pri¬ 
marily ‘ special milks” would be permit¬ 
ted, upon meeting several requirements, 
to pay their producers the respective 
utilization values of milk in their own 
plants through individual-handler pools. 

It was suggested that to become eligible 
for such “limited” individual-handler 
pooling, “special milks’* might have such 
Identifying characteristics as: (a) milk 
from a single breed of cow, (b) milk for 
which the applicable health requirements 
for production are more stringent than 
for market milk meeting normal health 
restrictions, (c) milk of fat. solids-not- 
fat and protein content higher than that 
of regular milk. <d) milk with brand 
differentiation, such as “Golden Guern¬ 
sey”. ’’All-Jersey”. “Certified”, etc., or 
(e) milk produced by farmers belonging 
to a recognized sales and merchandizing 
organization. Four types of milk pre¬ 
sumably would qualify immediately for 
individual-handler pooling provided the 
additional proposed requirements below 
were met. These are: Certified milk. 
“Immune” milk. Golden Guernsey milk, 
and All-Jersey milk. Other types also 
could qualify if and when a specified 
standard, as “special milk”, were met. 

In addition, any “special milk” would 
be derived solely from milk separately 
produced, handled, and processed so as to 
preserve its physical identification at all 
times. Also, the plant would have to 
maintain “special milk" sales in amounts 
not less than 70 percent of the total Class 
I sales of the plant. Plants failing to 
maintain this percentage would re-enter 
the marketwide pool. Finally, any sep¬ 
arate handler pool would be subject to 
producer approval. A favorable vote by 
80 percent of the “special milk” produc¬ 
ers at the plant would make the individ¬ 
ual-handler pool effective. 

The record does not provide grounds 
for the conclusion that the identifying 
characteristics suggested distinguish 
“special milk” from other milk in the 
market for pricing and pooling purposes. 
No showing was made in the record that 
there is an inherent value attached to 
any of the types of milk referred to 
which is not reflected at present in the 
price and butterfat differential provision 
of the order. For example, at the pres¬ 
ent time “All-Jersey” milk at retail is 
available to consumers at the same retail 
price as regular milk. 


Further, even if “special milks” could 
be feasibly identified apart from regu¬ 
lar milk on their intrinsic value, it would 
not be appropriate to provide for their 
separate pooling. Separate pooling 
would place the producers remaining in 
the marketwide pool at a disadvantage. 
The “special milk” handler could shift 
the burden of his surplus milk to the 
market wide pool by dropping individual 
producers when production exceeds sales 
of the “‘special milk.” These producers 
then could enter a plant in the market- 
wide pool and share in its Class I sales. 
When the milk was needed again at the 
plant handling “special milk,” the pro¬ 
ducers could return to the latter plant. 
Such practice, of course, would result in 
market pooling of the plant's surplus 
without enabling producers in the mar¬ 
ketwide pool to share in any Class I re¬ 
turns from the sales of “special milk.” 

Another feature of the proposal also 
would cause adverse effect on producers 
in the market pool. A requirement of the 
proposal is that a handier shall maintain 
70 percent of his Class I business in 
“special milk” in order to have an indi¬ 
vidual-handler pool. Therefore, by 
varying the percentage of his business 
under the label or other designation as 
“special milk” a handler could shift his 
plant back and forth between the market 
pool and his own pool to suit his own 
advantage. For example, if a handler’s 
Class I utilization rose above the market 
average, he could, on seeing a milk pro¬ 
curement advantage, withdraw from the 
marketwide pool and pay his producers 
the use value for their milk based on his 
own utilization. Should the Class I use 
of such a handler fall below the market 
average, he could re-enter the market¬ 
wide pool to draw from the equalization 
fund simply by reducing his sales desig¬ 
nated as “special milk" below the 70- 
percent minimum. Again, producers of 
the “special milk” plant would share in 
the market pool's Class I sales at such 
times, but never would share their Class 
I sales with the other producers. 

It should be further noted that the 
class and uniform prices to producers 
fixed by the order are mini mums and that 
any value which should accrue to pro¬ 
ducers providing milk for special pur¬ 
poses may be bargained over and above 
the order level which is geared to provid¬ 
ing an adequate supply of milk of gen¬ 
erally acceptable market quality. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposals 
for individual handler pools are denied. 

(g) Milk diverted from plants under 
another order. When milk is diverted to 
a pool plant from a nonpool plant which 
is regulated under another order, pro¬ 
vision should be made to preclude pool¬ 
ing the same milk under two orders. 
Contrariwise, provision should be made 
to preclude pooling milk which Is di¬ 
verted from a pool plant to another order 
plant and is subject to pooling under 
such other order. 

The Southern Michigan order now 
provides for the allocation of milk trans¬ 
ferred between pool plants and plants 
regulated under other orders. Order 40 
does not set forth clearly, however, the 
status of a dairy farmer whose milk is 
diverted between a pool plant and a plant 
subject to regulation under a different 
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order. Under bulk tank handling milk 
may be moved between order markets 
directly from farms, particularly along 
the southern border of Michigan where 
the production area Is common to several 
regulated markets. 

Two proposals were made to specify 
the producer status of a dairy farmer 
when his milk is received at a pool plant 
by diversion from an other order plant. 
One proposal, by certain cooperative 
associations, would assign such dairy 
farmer producer status when a greater 
quantity of his milk is delivered during 
the month to a Southern Michigan order 
distributing plant than is physically re¬ 
ceived at a distributing plant under the 
other order. It was testified that milk 
has been diverted from the Northwestern 
Ohio order market to a Southern Michi¬ 
gan order distributing plant and that the 
order should clearly specify whether 
such milk Is to be treated os producer 
milk or as other source milk. It was 
proposed by the producer groups that 
producer status be automatic when a 
majority of the producer’s milk is de¬ 
livered to the Southern Michigan pool 
plant. Another proposal, made by a 
proprietary handler, would exempt from 
producer milk status any milk received 
by diversion from another order plant. 
Thus, the determining factor would be 
the limit placed on diversions pursuant 
lo the other order. In this connection 
the handler witness cited the provisions 
of the Northwestern Ohio order which 
allow diversion of an individual pro¬ 
ducer’s milk on all but four days of the 
month. 

The allocation provisions of the South¬ 
ern Michigan order provide that bulk 
milk received from another order plant 
can be designated Class n use by both 
handlers If so reported, otherwise such 
other source milk is allocated pro rata 
to the handler’s utilization in the same 
manner as producer milk. No change in 
the allocation provision was at issue. 
However, this provision is relevant in 
determining whether milk received by di¬ 
version from another regulated market 
should be designated producer milk. In 
the event that such milk is diverted for 
intended Class II use it would be appro¬ 
priate to exempt the milk from producer 
milk status as it may be the most con¬ 
venient outlet for disposing of reserve 
supplies of the market from which di¬ 
verted. However, in the event such milk 
is not specifically diverted for Class II 
use. some reasonable limit on the diver¬ 
sion as other source milk is appropriate. 
Otherwise, supplies which were histori¬ 
cally associated with another market 
could be shifted to the Southern Mich¬ 
igan market on a direct-delivery basis 
in the same manner as the milk of regu¬ 
lar producers without actually becoming 
producer milk. 

A limit based upon majority shipment 
is reasonable since if more milk is 
shipped to Southern Michigan order pool 
plants than to plants under the other 
order, the primary association Is with 
the Southern Michigan market. Such 
producer status should be based on the 
quantities of such milk which is delivered 


to all pool plants (exclusive of that milk 
for which Class II use is requested) 
rather than just distributing plants, since 
milk delivered to supply plants can be 
allocated to Class I use under some cir¬ 
cumstances. However, since the provi¬ 
sions of a neighboring order would not 
necessarily exempt such milk from pro¬ 
ducer status thereunder even if otherwise 
subject to pooling in the Southern Mich¬ 
igan market, the provision should be 
constructed to preclude pooling producer 
milk under both the Southern Michigan 
order and another order at the same 
time. Consequently, if the other order 
does not release the milk for pooling 
under the Southern Michigan order, it 
must remain under the other order. 

The present Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon orders place no limits on the 
amount of milk which may be diverted 
to nonpool plants during the month and 
retain status as pooled milk. There was 
no proposal and no evidence calling for 
a limitation on such shipments out of 
the market in excess of which the milk 
would lose its status as producer (pool) 
milk. 

However, in the event diversion Is made 
to a nonpool plant which is an other or¬ 
der plant, the milk should not be subject 
to pooling under both orders. In order 
to avoid duplication of regulation, it is 
provided in the consolidated order that 
milk diverted to an other order plant 
will lose its status as pool milk under 
the Southern Michigan order immedi¬ 
ately upon becoming subject to pooling 
under the other order as producer milk 
as defined therein. 

<h> Administrative and miscellaneous 
provisions . The maximum rate of ad¬ 
ministrative assessment under the con¬ 
solidated order to cover administrative 
costs should be 2 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. The maximum deduction to 
cover costs of marketing services to pro¬ 
ducers should be 5 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. The above rates are the same 
as those in the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan order. Muskegon order maximums 
are 4 cents for administrative assessment 
and 7 cents for marketing services. 

Administrative and marketing service 
costs per hundredweight of milk under 
the merged order should average about 
the same as under the present Southern 
Michigan order. This is so because pres¬ 
ent Southern Michigan order plants and 
producers will account for most of the 
milk in the market. About 95 percent 
of the producer milk under the consoli¬ 
dated order will be received at plants 
which are regulated by the present 
Southern Michigan order. A very high 
percentage of the producers for whom 
the market administrator will perform 
marketing services ship to these South¬ 
ern Michigan plants also. While maxi¬ 
mum administrative assessment and 
marketing service rates on milk which is 
now received at Muskegon order plants 
are somewhat higher than on milk under 
the Southern Michigan order, It is ex¬ 
pected that in view of the substantially 
greater volumes involved under a com¬ 
bined order, the effective rates on such 
milk need not be higher than those pro¬ 


vided in the present Southern Michigan 
order. 

Ridings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by Interested parties are inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the requests to make such 
findings or reach such conclusions are 
denied for the reasons previously tated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the Issuance of 
the aforesaid orders and of the pre¬ 
viously issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and deter¬ 
minations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act: 

<b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing areas, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreements and the orders, as here¬ 
by proposed to be amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid fac¬ 
tors, Insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub¬ 


lic Interest; 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner as, 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in. a mar¬ 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held; 

<d> All milk and milk products han¬ 
dled by handlers, as defined in this order, 
are in the current of interstate commerce 
or directly burden, obstruct, or a “ ecl 
terstatc commerce In milk or its prod¬ 
ucts; and 

(e) It is hereby found that the 
sary expense of the market administra¬ 
tor for the maintenance and 
lng of such agency will require the P 
ment by each handler, as his P ro 
share of such expense. 2 cents per Hun¬ 
dredweight or such lesser amounts-. 
Secretary may prescribe, with rezv? . 

(1) Producer milk (including milk 
such handler’s own production 1 . 

(2) Other source *»ilk allocate 
Class I pursuant to f 1040.46(a) a f 
(7) and the corresponding steps 
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( 3 ) Class I milk disposed of in the 
marketing area from partially regulated 
distributing plants that exceeds the hun¬ 
dredweight of Class I milk received dur¬ 
ing the month at such plant from pool 
plants and other order plants. 

Rvhngs on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision, 
each of the exceptions received was care¬ 
fully and fully considered In conjunction 
with the record evidence pertaining 
thereto. To the extent that the findings 
and conclusions, and the regulatory pro¬ 
visions of this decision are at variance 
vtth any of the exceptions, such excep¬ 
tions arr hereby overruled for the rea¬ 
sons previously stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreement and order. An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are two documents entitled respectively. 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of MUk in the Southern Michi¬ 
gan Marketing Area,” and "Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Southern Michi¬ 
gan Marketing Area” (which is a con¬ 
solidation of and amendment to the 


orders regulating the handling of milk 
in the Southern Michigan and Muske¬ 
gon, Mich., marketing areas), which 
have been decided upon as the detailed 
and appropriate means of effectuating 
the foregoing conclusions. 

ft is hereby ordered . That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
•freement. be published In the Fedkxal 
R aasTtu. The regulatory provisions of 
aid marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained In the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
atUchrd order which win be published 
with this decision. 

Referendum order; determination oj 
representutive period; and designation of 
referendum agent. It is hereby directed 
that a referendum be conducted to de¬ 
termine whether the issuance of the at¬ 
tached order, as amended and as here¬ 
by proposed to be amended, regulating 
the handling of milk in the Southern 
Michigan marketing area, is approved or 
tsvoral by the producers, as defined un¬ 
der the terms of the order, as amended 
*nd as hereby proposed to be amended. 

who * during the representative 
Period were engaged in the production 
or miix r or 5 ^ within the aforesaid 
“fcrtcUnK area. 

The month of March 1965. is hereby 
Joined to be the representative 
for the conduct of such referen- 


»* hereby designated 
refc. U ' r SccreUf J r 10 conduct such 
rtndum Ui accordance with the pro- 

° r U ^ e con duct of referenda to 
22** » r <*°c«r approval of milk 
0rdm 05 PR 5177). such 
ttoanhT !°.** com Pteted on or before 
I* Issuej ' * rom the date this decision 


U 8 i*9^ d #t Was hlngton, D.C.. on June 


* 0 . in 


John a. Schnittke*. 

Under Secretary . 


PART 1040—MILK IN SOUTHERN 
MICHIGAN MARKETING AREA 

Subpart—Order Regulating Handling 

Order • Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the Southern 
Michigan Marketing Area 
Dunn it t o ns 

8*c. 

1040.1 Act 

1040.2 Secretary. 

1040.3 UflDA 

1040.4 Person. 

1040.5 Cooperative association. 

1040 6 Southern Michigan marketing area. 

1040 7 Handler. 

1040.8 Producer. 

1040.0 Producer-handler. 

1040.10 Producer mUJt. 

1040.11 Other source milk. 

1040.12 Fluid milk product. 

104013 Route. 

1040.14 Distributing plant. 

1040.15 Supply plant. 

1040 16 Pool plant. 

1040.17 Call percentage. 

1040 18 Nonpool plant. 

1040.19 Dose milk. 

1040.20 Kxorse milk. 

MARKET ADMINISTRATOR 

1040 25 Market administrator. 

104026 Powers. 

1040 27 Duties. 

Handler, It stoat 5. Record*. and Facilities 

1040.30 Monthly reports of receipts and 

utilisation. 

1040.31 Other reports. 

1040 32 Records and facilities. 

1040.33 Retention of records. 

Classification or Milk 

1040 40 Skim milk and but ter fat to be 
classified. 

1040.41 Claases of utilisation. 

1040 42 Shrinkage. 

1040.43 Transfer*. 

1040.44 Responsibility of handlers. 

1040 45 Computation of skim milk and 
butterfat in each class. 

1040.46 Allocation of skim milk and but¬ 
terfat classified. 

Minimum Class Pucks 

1040,50 Basic formula price. 

1040 51 Class I milk price. 

1040.52 Class n milk price. 

1040 53 Handler bu turf at differ c ntial. 

1040.54 Location adjustments to handlers. 

1040.55 Use of equivalent prices. 

Determination or Uniform Prices to 
Producers 

1040 60 Computation of the net pool ob¬ 
ligation of each pool handler. 

1040.61 Computation of the 3.5 percent 

value of all milk. 

1040.62 Computation of uniform price. 

1040.63 Adjusted uniform price. 

1040 64 Excess milk price. 

1040.65 Computation of uniform price for 

base milk. 

1040.66 Obligations of handler operating 

a partially regulated distributing 
plant. 

104067 Notification. 

Base Rules 

1040 70 Determination of base. 

1040.71 Application of bases. 

1040.72 Relinquishing a base. 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of | 000.14 of 
the rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


Payments roa Milk 

Sec. 

1040*0 Time and method of payment to 
producers. 

1040*1 Location differentials to producers 
and on nonpool milk. 

1040*2 Producer butterfat differential. 

1040.83 Producer-equaltxatton fund. 

1040.84 Payments to the producer-equntl- 

Kation fund. 

1040*5 Payment from the producer-equal- 
hsatlon fund. 

1040*6 Expense of administration. 

1040 87 Marketing services. 

1040.88 Adjustment of accounts. 

1040*9 Overdue accounts. 

Attlication or Provisions 

1040 90 Handler exemption. 

1040*1 Handlers subject to other Federal 
orders. 

1040*2 Producer-handler exemption. 
1040*3 Special reporting dates 

Effective Time. Sustekrxon, oa Termination 

1040100 Termination of obligations. 

1040.101 Effective time. 

1040.102 Suspension or termination. 

1040.103 Continuing obligations. 

1040.104 Liquidation. 

Mbcella mov b Provisions 

1040.110 Agents 

1040.111 Separability of provisions. 

Authority ; The provisions of this Part 
1040 Issued under sees. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as 
amended; 7 URC. 601-674. 

S 10*10.0 Findings and determination*. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth arc supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amend¬ 
ments thereto; and all of said previous 
findings and determinations are hereby 
ratified and affirmed, except Insofar as 
such findings and determinations may 
be in conflict with the findings and 
determinations set forth herein. 

<a> Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 
vusions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U-S.C. 601 et scq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders <1 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk In the Southern Michigan market¬ 
ing area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof. It is found that: 

( 1 ) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order 
as hereby amended, are such prices as 
will reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be In the public Interest; 

<3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
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same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in. a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

(4) All milk and milk products 
handled by handlers, as defined in the 
order as hereby amended, are In the 
current of interstate commerce or di¬ 
rectly burden, obstruct, or affect inter¬ 
state commerce in milk or its products: 
and 

(5) It is hereby found that the neces¬ 
sary expense of the market administrator 
for the maintenance and functioning of 
such agency will require the payment by 
each handler, as his pro rata share of 
such expense, two cents per hundred¬ 
weight or such lesser amount as the 
Secretary may prescribe, with respect to: 

(1) Producer milk (including milk of 
such handler’s own production); 

<ii> Other source milk allocated to 
Class I pursuant to I 1040.46(a) (3) and 
(7) and the corresponding steps of 
4 1040.46(b); and 

(ill) Class I milk disposed of in the 
marketing area from a partially regu¬ 
lated distributing plant that exceeds the 
hundredweight of Class I milk received 
during the month at such plant from 
pool plants and other order plants. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof, the orders regulating 
the handling of milk In the Southern 
Michigan and Muskegon. Mich., market¬ 
ing areas shall be amended and consoli¬ 
dated into one order and the handling 
of milk in the consolidated marketing 
area, redefined as the Southern Michigan 
marketing area, shall be in conformity 
to. and in compliance with, the terms 
and conditions of Part 1040 as hereby 
amended. Part 1042 is hereby revoked 
and Part 1040 is hereby amended as 
follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Deputy Admin¬ 
istrator. Regulatory Programs, on April 
27. 1965. and published in the Federal 
Register on May 1, 1965 (30 P.R. 6163: 
Fit. Doc. 66-4591), subject to a revision 
of $5 1040.16, 1040.43, 1040.54. 1040.70. 
and 1040.72, shall be and are the terms 
and provisions of this order amending 
the order and the order is set forth in full 
herein. 


Definitions 


g 1040.1 Act. 

‘ Act” moans Public Act No. 10, 73d 
Congress, as amended, and as re-enacted 
and amended by the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as amend¬ 
ed <7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 

§ 1010.2 Secretary. 

“Secretary” means the Secretary of 
Agriculture of the United States, or any 
officer or employee of the United 8 tatcs 
authorized to exercise the powers and 
to perform the duties of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

§ I0H).3 U.S.D.A. 

”U.S.D.A. M means the United States 
Department of Agriculture. 


§ 1040.4 Pfr*on. 

“Person” means any individual, part¬ 
nership. corporation, association, or any 
other business unit. 

§ 1040.5 Cooperative association. 

“Cooperative association” means any 
cooperative marketing association of 
producers, which the Secretary deter¬ 
mines, after application by the associa¬ 
tion: 

(a) To be qualified under the provi¬ 
sions of the act of Congress of February 
18,1922. as amended, known as the “Cap¬ 
per-Volstead Act”; 

(b) To have full authority in the sale 
of milk of its members and Is engaged 
in making collective sales or marketing 
milk or its products for its members; and 

(c) To have all of Its activities under 
the control of its members. 

§ 1040.6 Southern Michigan marketing 
area. 

“Southern Michigan marketing area", 
hereinafter referred to as the “market¬ 
ing area”, means all territory geograph¬ 
ically within the places listed below, to¬ 
gether with all piers, docks, and wharves 
connected therewith and all craft moored 
thereat, and all territory wholly or partly 
therein occupied by government (mu¬ 
nicipal, State, or Pederal) reservations, 
installations, institutions, or other simi¬ 
lar establishments: 


Michigan Counties 


Alcona. 

Mason. 

Allegan. 

Missaukee. 

Alpena 

Monroe (Ash and 

Arenac. 

Berlin townships 

Barry. 

only). 

Bay 

Montcalm. 

Calhoun. 

Montmorency. 

Clare. 

Murkegon. 

Clinton. 

Newaygo. 

Baton. 

Oakland. 

ncnw.ee. 

Ottawa. 

Gladwin. 

Oceana. 

OraUot. 

Ogemaw. 

Huron. 

Osceola. 

Ingham 

Oscoda. 

Ionia. 

Presque Isle (Kra¬ 

loeco. 

kow and Presque 

Isabella. 

Isle townships 

Jackson. 

only). 

Kalamazoo. 

Roscommon 

Kent. 

Saginaw. 

Lake. 

St. Clair. 

Lapeer. 

8anllac. 

Livingston. 

Shiawassee. 

Macomb. 

Tuscola. 

Mecosta. 

Washtenaw. 

Midland. 

Wayne. 

§ 1010.7 Handler. 



“Handler” means: 

(a) Any person who operates a pool 
plant; 

(b> Any person who operates a par¬ 
tially regulated distributing plant; 

(c> Any cooperative association with 
respect to milk of its member producers 
which is delivered directly from the 
farm to the pool plant of another handler 
in a tank truck owned, operated by, or 
under contract to such cooperative as¬ 
sociation for the account of such cooper¬ 
ative association (such milk shall be con¬ 
sidered as having been received by such 
cooperative association at a location 
Identical to that of the pool plant to 
which it is delivered): 


(d) Any cooperative association with 
respect to producer milk diverted from a 
pool plant to a nonpool plant for the 
account of such association; 

(e) Any person in his capacity u the 
operator of an other order plant from 
which fluid milk products are distributed 
on routes in the marketing area or 
shipped to a pool plant; and 

(f) Any producer-handler. 

§ 1040.8 Producer. 

“Producer” means any person, other 
than a producer-handler under any Fed¬ 
eral order, who produces milk, approved 
by any duly constituted health authority 
for fluid consumption in the marketing 
area, which is moved to a pool plant, or 
to any other plant by diversion from a 
pool plant. The term shall include such 
a person with respect to milk diverted to 
a pool plant from an other order plant 
(unless designated for Class II use) dur¬ 
ing any month in which the quantity 
diverted is greater than the quantity of 
milk physically received from such per¬ 
son at the plant from which diverted and 
such milk is exempt from the pooling 
provisions of the other order. 


§ 1040.9 Producer-handler. 

“Producer-handler” means a person 
who: 

(a) Operates a dairy farm and a milk 
plant from which fluid milk products 
are distributed in the marketing area and 
who received fluid milk products only 
from his own production or by transfer 
from a pool plant; and 

(b) Provides proof that (1) the core 
and management of all dairy animal* 
and other resources necessary to pro¬ 
duce the entire volume of fluid milk 
products handled (excluding receipts by 
transfer from a pool plant); and »2) the 
operation of the processing business Is 
the personal enterprise and risk of such 
person. 

§ 1040.10 Producer milk. 

“Producer milk” means all skim milk 
and butterfat contained In milk received 
from producers at a pool plant or by a 
cooperative association in its capacity m 
a handler pursuant to 4 1040.7 (c> and 
(d) and that diverted to a nonpool plant 
by the operator of a pool plant, except 
milk which is subject to poollmr under 
another Federal order. 


5 1040*11 Other sourer milk. 

“Other source milk” means all skim 
nllk and butterfat contained in- . 

(a) Receipts during the month oi 
luld milk products except (D receipt* 
from other pool plants. ( 2 ) producer mtfk 
ind (3) that received from a coop*™u 
issociation pursuant to § 1040.7<c>: 

(b> Products, other than fluid mil* 
products, from any source dncluaw 
hose produced at the pool plant' wmen 
ire reprocessed or converted to anowr 
product in the pool plant durins 
month. 

5 1040.12 Fluid milk produrl. 

“Fluid milk product” mean* 
nllk. flavored milk, buttermilk, y 
:rcam (exclusive of frozen and sow 
:ream). and any mixture in fluidI f 
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storage cream, aerated cream products, 
icc cream mix. evaporated or condensed 
milk and sterilized products packaged in 
hermetically sealed containers). 

§ 1040.13 Houle* 

“Route" means a delivery (including 
a delivery by a vendor or sale from a 
plant or plant store) of any fluid milk 
product < except bulk cream) classified as 
Clas^ I to a wholesale or retail outlet 
other than a delivery to any milk plant. 

§ 1010.14 l)i«tribull(i| planl, 

••Distributing plant’* means a plant in 
which milk approved by any duly con¬ 
stituted health authority for fluid con¬ 
sumption in the marketing area is proc¬ 
essed or packaged and from which fluid 
milk products In consumer-type pack¬ 
ages or dispenser units are distributed on 
mutes in the marketing area. 

§ 1010.13 Supply plant. 

“Supply plant*’ means a plant In which 
milk approved by any duly constituted 
health authority for fluid consumption 
In the marketing area is assembled and 
either processed or shipped in the form 
of a bulk fluid milk product to another 
milk processing plant 


{ 1040.16 Pool plant. 


“Pool plant" means: 

**> A distributing plant, other than 
a producer-handler plant or plants ex¬ 
empt pursuant to 5 1040.00 and § 1040.91, 
from which total distribution of fluid 
milk products on routes during the 
month or during either of the 2 months 
immediately preceding is not less than 
50 percent of receipts of producer milk 
w)d fluid milk products from supply 
plants and cooperative associations pur¬ 


suant to | 1040.7(c). 

<b> A supply plant which during the 
month meets one of the performance 
requirements specified in subparagraph 
<1), <2>, <3», or <4> of this paragraph 
and any applicable call percentage: Pro- 
vtded, That all supply plants which are 
operated by one handler, or all the sup¬ 
ply plants for which a handler Is re¬ 
sponsible for meeting the performance 
requirements of this paragraph (b) un¬ 
to' a marketing agreement certified to 
the market administrator by both par¬ 
ties may be considered as a unit for the 
Purpose of meeting the performance 
requirements of subparagraphs U), (2), 
<3>. or <4> of this paragraph (b) 
wr itten notice to the market nd- 
jmmstrator specifying the plants to be 
WteSacrod as a unit and the period dur- 
which such consideration shall apply, 
ouen notice, and notice of any change 
01 nation, shall be furnished on 

Lhe working day follow- 

SLr*L? 00 ^ to which the notice ap- 
thr? nny months of February 
trough September a unit shall not con- 
plant which was not qualified as 
pla P t either individually or as a 
a during the previous 

through January. 

21‘i? A plluU from which not less than 
°J thc ca ^ Percentage, which- 

mili: !?Ji of producer 

t;ve r^oeiPts for which a coopera- 

to i 18 thc handler pursuant 

**'>w.7ic), less any milk disposed of 


from thc plant as Class I other than by 
transfer to pool plants of other handlers, 
is moved to a pool distributing plant. If 
such plant has met the required per¬ 
centage during each of the months of 
October through January, it shall be a 
pool plant for each of the following 
months of February through September 
during which it meets any announced 
call percentage. 

(2) A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies pool distrib¬ 
uting plants with member producer milk, 
either by shipment from such plant or 
by direct delivery from the farm, in a 
total amount not less than one-half or 
the call percentage, whichever is higher, 
of the aggregate receipts of fluid milk 
products at all pool distributing plants. 

(3) A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies pool distrib¬ 
uting plants, cither by shipment from 
such supply plant or by direct delivery 
from the farm, (i) not less than one-half 
of its total member producer milk In the 
current month, or (11) If such plant 
were a pool plant in each of the pre¬ 
ceding 13 months, not less than one-half 
of Its total member producer's milk for 
the second through the 13th preceding 
months, except that in either case an 
announced call percentage exceeding 50 
percent In the current month must be 
met. 

(4) A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies pool plants of 
other handlers, by direct delivery from 
thc farm, with not less than two-thirds 
or the call percentage, whichever is 
higher, of its total member producer 
milk. 


§1940.17 Ciiii perrrnt age. 

"Call percentage" means the percent¬ 
age computed by the market adminis¬ 
trator In addition to the minimum per¬ 
centage pooling requirements applicable 
to supply plants and cooperative associa¬ 
tions under § 1040.16(b). A call per¬ 
centage of not less than 25 percent may 
be computed and announced for each 
month except April, May. June, and July 
as follows: 

(a) Estimate the pounds of Class I 
milk utilization for the month, including 
an additional 15 percent thereof as an 
operating margin, at pool distributing 
plants that received milk from pool sup¬ 
ply plants pursuant to § 1040.16(b) dur¬ 
ing each of the immediately preceding 
12 months; 

(b) Subtract from the Class I milk 
estimated pursuant to paragraph (a) of 
this section, the estimated pounds of 
milk which will be received at such pool 
distributing plants during the month 
from (1) producers* farms. (2) pool 
plants pursuant to 1 1040.16(b) that reg¬ 
ularly shipped their entire available sup¬ 
ply of producer milk to pool plants in 
each month of the immediately preced¬ 
ing August through March period, and 
(3) cooperative associations pursuant to 
* 1040.7(c); 

(c) Divide the remaining pounds of 
Class I milk by thc estimated receipts of 
producer milk at pool plants pursuant 
to 5 1040.16(b) except those described in 
paragraph <b) (2> of this section (after 
subtracting any milk estimated to be dis¬ 


posed of as Class I other than transfers 
to other pool plants): 

(d) Multiply the result by 0.75; 

(e) The announcement of the call per¬ 
centage shall be made on or before the 
first day of the month to which it applies 
and shall set forth the data on which the 
estimates of Class I utilization and sup¬ 
plies are based together with appropriate 
explanatory comments on thc computa¬ 
tions involved; 

(f) Thc market administrator may re¬ 
duce the call percentage at any time 
during the month if he determines that 
more milk than is needed for Class I use 
is being delivered to distributing plants. 

§ 1010.18 Non pool plant. 

"Nonpool plant" means any milk re¬ 
ceiving. manufacturing, or processing 
plant other than a pool plant. The fol¬ 
lowing categories of nonpool plants are 
further defined as follows: 

(a) "Other order plant" means a plant 
that is fully subject to the class pricing 
and pooling provisions of another order 
issued pursuant to the Act. 

(b) “Producer-handler plant" means a 
plant operated by a producer-handler as 
defined under this or any other Federal 
order issued pursuant to the Act. 

ic) "Partially regulated distributing 
plant" means a nonpool plant that is 
neither an other order plant nor a pro¬ 
ducer-handler plant and from which 
fluid milk products in consumer-type 
packages or dispenser units are distrib¬ 
uted on routes in the marketing area 
during thc month. 

(d) "Unregulated supply plant" means 
a nonpool plant that is neither an other 
order plant nor a producer-handler plant 
and from which a fluid milk product ap¬ 
proved by any duly constituted health 
authority for fluid consumption in the 
marketing area is shipped during the 
month to a pool plant. 

§1010.19 iWmilL. 

"Base milk** means the amount of 
milk delivered by a producer each month 
w'hich is not in excess of his base com¬ 
puted pursuant to § 1040.70 multiplied by 
the number of days for which his milk 
production is delivered during the month. 

§ 1010.20 Excess milk. 

"Excess milk’* means milk delivered by 
a producer each month in excess of his 
base milk. 

Markst Administrator 
§ 1040.23 Market adminiMrator. 

The agency for the administration of 
this part shall be a market administrator, 
selected by the Secretary, who shall be 
entitled to such compensation as may be 
determined by. and shall be subject to 
removal by, the Secretary. 

§ 1010,26 IW. 

The market administrator shall have 
the following powers with respect to this 
part: 

(a) To administer its terms and pro¬ 
visions; 

(b> To receive, investigate, and re¬ 
port to the Secretary complaints of vio¬ 
lations: 

(c) To make rules and regulations to 
effectuate its terms and provisions; and 





7922 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


<d) To recommend amendments to 
the Secretary. 

g 1040.27 Duties 

The market administrator shall per¬ 
form all duties necessary to administer 
the terms and provisions of this part, 
including, but not limited to. the fol¬ 
lowing : 

(a) Within 30 days following the date 
on which he enters upon his duties, exe¬ 
cute and deliver to the Secretary a bond, 
effective as of the date on which he 
enters upon such duties and conditioned 
upon the faithful performance of such 
duties, in an amount and with surety 
thereon satisfactory to the Secretary; 

<b> Employ and fix the compensation 
of such persons as may be necessary to 
enable him to administer Its terms and 
provisions; 

<c> Obtain a bond in a reasonable 
amount and with reasonable surety 
thereon covering each employee who 
handles funds entrusted to the market 
administrator; 

(d> Pay. out of the funds provided by 
9 1040.86: 

(1) The cost of his bond and of the 
bonds of his employees; 

(2) His own compensation; and 

(3) All other expenses, except those 
incurred under 9 1040.87. necessarily in¬ 
curred by him in the maintenance and 
functioning of his office and in the per¬ 
formance of his duties; 

(e) Keep such books and records as 
will clearly reflect the transactions pro¬ 
vided in this part. and. upon request by 
the Secretary, surrender the same to such 
other person as the Secretary may 
designate: 

<f) Publicly announce, unless other¬ 
wise directed by the Secretary, by post¬ 
ing in a conspicuous place in his office, 
and by such other means as he deems 
appropriate, the name of any person who. 
within 10 days after the day upon which 
he is required to perform such acts, has 
not made: 

(1) Reports pursuant to 99 1040.30 and 
1040.31; or 

(2) Payments pursuant to 99 1040.80 
through 1040.87; 

(g> Calculate a base for each pro¬ 
ducer in accordance with 9 1040.70 and 
advise the producer and the handler re¬ 
ceiving the milk of such base; 

<h) Submit his books and records to 
examination by the Secretary and fur¬ 
nish such Information and reports as 
may be requested by the Secretary: 

(I) Audit records of all handlers to 
verify the reports and payments required 
pursuant to the provisions of this part; 

(J) Prepare and disseminate to pro¬ 
ducers. handlers and the public, general 
information which does not reveal con¬ 
fidential information; 

<k> Compute and publicly announce 
the prices determined for each month as 
follows: 

< 1) On or before the sixth day of each 
month, the Class I price computed pur¬ 
suant to 9 1040 51 for the current month: 
and the Class n price computed pursuant 
to 9 1040.52 and the handler and pro¬ 
ducer butterfat differentials computed 
pursuant to 19 1040.53 and 1040.82. for 
the preceding month; and 


(2) On or before the 11th day of each 
month, the uniform price, the adjusted 
uniform price, the price for base milk 
and the price for excess milk for the pre¬ 
ceding month, computed pursuant to 
99 1040 62, 1040.63, 1040.64, and 1040.65. 

(1) Whenever required for purposes of 
allocating receipts from other order 
plants pursuant to 9 1040.46(a)(8) and 
the corresponding step of 9 1040.46(b), 
the market administrator shall estimate 
and publicly announce the utilization (to 
the nearest whole percentage) In each 
class during the month of skim milk 
and butterfat, respectively, in producer 
milk of all handlers. Such estimate shall 
be based upon the most current available 
data and shall be final for such purpose; 

(m) Report to the market administra¬ 
tor of the other order, as soon as passible 
after the report of receipts and utiliza¬ 
tion for the month is received from a 
handler who has received fluid milk 
products from an other order plant, the 
classification to which such receipts are 
allocated pursuant to 9 1040.46 pursuant 
to such report, and thereafter any change 
in such allocation required to correct 
errors disclosed in verification of such 
report; and 

<n> Furnish to each handler operating 
a pool plant who has shipped fluid milk 
products to an other order plant, the 
classification to which the skim milk and 
butterfat in such fluid milk products 
were allocated by the market adminis¬ 
trator of the other order on the basis of 
the report of the receiving handler; and. 
as necessary, any changes in such clas¬ 
sification arising In the verification of 
such report. 

Handle* Reports. Records, 
and Facilities 

§ 1040.30 Monthly report* of rereipt* 
and utilization. 

On or before the fifth working day of 
each month, each handler other than a 
handler exempt pursuant to 99 1040.90, 
1040 91. or 1040.92, shall report to the 
market administrator for the preceding 
month in the detail and on the forms 
prescribed by the market administrator 
as follows; 

(a) The quantities of skim milk and 
butterfat contained in: 

<1> Milk received from producers (or 
from qualified dairy farmers, in case of a 
nonpool plant) including the aggregate 
quantities of base milk, excess milk, and 
milk to be paid for either at the uniform 
or adjusted uniform price; 

(2) Fluid milk products received from 
other pool plants and cooperative asso¬ 
ciations pursuant to 9 1040.7(c), 

< 3) All other source milk; and 

<4> Inventories of fluid milk products 
on hand at the beginning of the month: 

(b) The utilization of all skim milk 
and butterfat required to be reported 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. Such report by each handler pur¬ 
suant to 9 1040.7(b) shall Include a sep¬ 
arate statement showing the respective 
amounts of skim milk and butterfat dis¬ 
posed of on routes in the marketing area 
as Class I milk; and 

<c> Such other information as the 
market administrator may prescribe. 


§ 1040.31 Othrr report*. 

(a) Each producer-handler and each 
handler described in §9 1040.90 and 
1040 91 shall make reports at such time 
and in such manner as the market ad¬ 
ministrator may request; and 

(b) On or before the 20th day of each 
month each handler who received milk 
from producers shall report his producer 
payroll for the preceding month whJch 
shall show: 

(1) The pounds of base milk and 
pounds of excess milk, or the pounds of 
milk to be paid for at the uniform or 
adjusted uniform price, received from 
each producer, and the percentage of 
butterfat contained therein; 

(2) The amount and date of payment 
to each producer (or to a cooperative 
association): and 

(3) The nature and amount of each 
deduction or charge involved in the pay¬ 
ments referred to in subparagraph 

of this paragraph. 

§ 1040.32 Record* and facilities 

Each handler shall maintain and make 
available to the market administrator 
during the usual hours of business such 
accounts and records of all of bis opera¬ 
tions and such facilities as are necessary 
to verify reports, or to ascertain the cor¬ 
rect information with respect to (a) the 
receipts and utilization or disposition of 
ail skim milk and butterfat received, in¬ 
cluding all milk products received and 
disposed of in the same form: (b) the 
weights and tests for butterfat. skim 
milk, and other contents of all milk ond 
milk products handled; and (c> pay¬ 
ments to producers and cooperative 
associations. 


§ 1010.33 Retention of reeortl*. 

AH books and records required 
under this part to be made available to 
the market administrator shall be re¬ 
tained by the handler for a period of 3 
years to begin at the end of the month 
to which such books and records pertain 
If within such 3-year period, the market 
administrator notifies a handler in writ¬ 
ing that the retention of such books 
and records, or of specified books ana 
records, is necessary in connection with 
a proceeding under section 8c<15> (A> of 
the act or a court action specified in 
such notice, the handler shall retain 
such books and records until further 
written notification from the market ad¬ 
ministrator. The market administrator 
shall give further written notification to 
the handler promptly upon the termina¬ 
tion of the litigation or when the rcconw 
are no longer necessary in connects 
therewith. 


Classification or Mi lk 
§ 10 10.10 Skim milk anil bullerfat to l* 
rltirffir 1 

Ail skim milk and butterfat receded 
at a pool plant which to required to j* 
reported pursuant to 1 1 M 0 J 0 *}•* h 
classified pursuant to it 1040.41 throw* 
1040.46. 

s 1010.11 an.w. of utiliratio" 

Subject to the condition set forth in 
It 1040.43 and 1040.44. the classes 
utilization shall be as follows- 
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(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall be 
*n skim milk and butterfat: 

( 1 > Disposed of in the form of a fluid 
milk product except as provided in para¬ 
graph <b) (2). (3). and (4) of this sec¬ 
tion; and . 

<2> Not accounted for as Class II milk. 

(b> Class 11 milk . Class II milk shall 

be: 

(D Skim milk and butterfat used to 
produce any product other than a fluid 

milk product; 

(2) Skim milk and butterfat disposed 
of in fluid milk products In bulk form 
to any commercial food processing estab¬ 
lishment for use in food products pre¬ 
pared fur consumption off the premises; 

13 ) Skim milk and butterfat disposed 
of as livestock feed or skim milk dumped 
subject to prior notiflcatlon to and in¬ 
spection i at his discretion within 18 
hours) by the market administrator; 

( 4 ) Skim milk represented by the non¬ 
fat milk solids added to a fluid milk 
product which Is in excess of the weight 
of an equivalent volume of fluid milk 
products, prior to such addition: 

<5> Skim milk and butterfat in frozen 
cream: 

< 6 > Skim milk and butterfat contained 
in inventory of fluid milk products on 
hand at. the end of the month; 

(7) Skim milk and butterfat. respec¬ 
tively, in shrinkage as computed pur¬ 
suant to $ 1040.42 <a> and <b>; and 

(8 1 Skim milk and butterfat, respec¬ 
tively, ir. shrinkage assigned pursuant to 
| 1040 42(d' 01). 


f 1040.12 Shrinkage* 

The market administrator shall allo¬ 
cate shrinkage to a handler's receipts 

aa follows: 

<a) The quantities of skim milk and 
butterfat. respectively, to be classified as 
Class II pursuant to 9 1040.4Kb) (7) shall 
not exceed 2 percent (except as provided 
In paragraph <b> of this section) with 
aspect to skim milk and butterfat 
received hs follows: 

( 1 ) Producer milk physically received 

it a poo! plant; 

<ii» Bulk receipts of fluid milk prod- 
nets from other order plants or from 
unregulated supply plants, exclusive of 
toe quantities for which Class n was 
frosted by the handler(s) involved. 

<b> Two percent with respect to re¬ 
ceipts from a cooperative association 
j»nd 1 er under { 1040.7(0 if settlement 
^Jto the association is on the basis of 
TOghb and tests determined at the 
•fd lhe market administrator is so 
wufled of such basis of settlement on 
J !?; orc toe handler submits his 
aonthly report pursuant to 4 1040.30; 
umeiwlse thr maximum shrinkage allow- 
to the handler on such milk shall 
u * £ Percent and to the association 
handler one-half percent. 

mnv shrinkage, producer 

at a P 001 supply plant and 

buik from such p iant a 
pool diMHbuUng Plant shall be sub- 
•t ‘T om the producer milk receipts 
dLJw flTat plant and added to the 
S *"* 1 milk r^ripu at the second 

ou^l ^ llen a handler has receipts of 

“xr source milk, shrtnkase shall be al¬ 


located pro rata to skim milk and butter¬ 
fat, respectively, in; 

(1) Producer milk and other receipts 
of milk specified in paragraphs (a) and 
(b> of this section; and 

<ll) Other source milk exclusive of that 
specified in paragraph (a) of tills section. 

£ 1040.13 Transfer*. 

Skim milk or butterfat in the form of 
a fluid milk product shall be classified: 

(a) At the utilization indicated by the 
operators of both plants, otherwise as 
Class I milk, if transferred from a pool 
plant to the pool plant of another han¬ 
dler except as provided in 9 1040.44(b), 
subject In cither event to the following 
conditions: 

(1) The skim milk or butterfat so as¬ 
signed to either class shall be limited to 
the amount thereof remaining in such 
class in the transferee plant after com¬ 
putations pursuant to S 1040.46(a) (I) 
through (8) and the corresponding steps 
oT 5 1040.46<b); 

(2) If the transferor plant received 
during the month other source milk to be 
allocated pursuant to 9 1040.46(a)(3), 
the skim milk and butterfat so trans¬ 
ferred shall be classified so as to allocate 
the least possible Class I utilization to 
such other source milk; and 

(3) If the transferor handler received 
during the month other source milk to 
be allocated pursuant to 9 1040.46(a) (7) 
or ( 8 ) and the corresponding steps of 
9 1040.46(b), the skim milk and butterfat 
so transferred up to the total of such re¬ 
ceipts shall not be classified as Class I 
milk to a greater extent than would be 
applicable to a like quantity of such other 
source milk received at the transferee 
plant; 

(b) As Class 1 milk, if transferred from 
a pool plant to a producer-handler; 

(c) As Class n milk, if transferred in 
the form of cream In bulk to a nonpool 
plant that is neither an other order plant 
nor a producer-handler plant if the han¬ 
dler claims Class n utilization and such 
nonpool plant is located in Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New York, or New England, 
otherwise assignment of cream trans¬ 
ferred shall be pursuant to paragraph 

(d) or (e) of this section; 

(d) As Class I milk if transferred or di¬ 
verted in bulk to a nonpool plant that is 
neither an other order plant nor a pro¬ 
ducer-handler plant, unless the require¬ 
ments of subparagraphs ( 1 ) and ( 2 ) of 
this paragraph are met. in which case 
the skim milk and butterfat so trans¬ 
ferred or diverted shall be classified in 
accordance with the assignment result¬ 
ing from subparagraph ( 3 ) of this para¬ 
graph : 

(1) The transferring or diverting han¬ 
dler claims classification pursuant to the 
assignment set forth in subparagraph 

(3) of this paragraph in his report sub¬ 
mitted to the market administrator pur¬ 
suant to 9 1 046.30 for the month within 
which such transaction occurred; 

< 2 ) The operator of such nonpool 
plant maintains books and records show¬ 
ing the utilization of all skim milk and 
butterfat received at such plant which 
are made available if requested by the 
market administrator for the purpose of 
verification; and 


(3) The skim milk and butterfat so 
transferred shall be classified on the basis 
of the following assignment of utiliza¬ 
tion at such nonpool plant in excess of 
receipts of packaged fluid milk products 
from all pool plants and other order 
plants; 

(i) Any Class I utilization disposed 
of on routes in the marketing area shall 
be first assigned to the skim milk and 
butterfat in the fluid milk products so 
transferred or diverted from pool plants, 
next pro rata to receipts from other or¬ 
der plants and thereafter to receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute regular 
sources of supply of milk for such non¬ 
pool plant; 

(ii) Any Class I utilization disposed of 
on routes in the marketing area of an¬ 
other order issued pursuant to the Act 
shall be first assigned to receipts from 
plants fully regulated by such order, next 
pro rata to receipts from pool plants and 
other order plants not regulated by such 
order, and thereafter to receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute regular 
sources of supply for such nonpool plant: 

(ill) Class I utilization In excess of 
that assigned pursuant to subdivision ( 1 ) 
and (il) of this subparagraph shall be 
assigned first to remaining receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute the regular 
source of supply for such nonpool plant 
and Class I utilization in excess of such 
receipts shall be assigned pro rata to 
unassigned receipts at such nonpool plant 
from all pool and other order plants; 

<iv) To the extent that Class I utiliza¬ 
tion is not so assigned to it. the skim milk 
and butterfat so transferred shall be 
classified as Class n milk; and 

(e) As follows, if transferred to an 
other order plant in excess of receipts 
from such plant in the same category as 
described in subparagraph ( 1 ), ( 2 ), or 
(3) of this paragraph: 

(1) If transferred in packaged form, 
classification shall be in the classes to 
which allocated as a fluid milk product 
under the other order; 

<2) If transferred in bulk form, clas¬ 
sification shall be in the classes to which 
allocated as a fluid milk product under 
the other order (including allocation un¬ 
der the conditions set forth In subpara¬ 
graph (3) of this paragraph); 

(3) If the operators of both the trans¬ 
feror and transferee plants so request in 
the reports of receipts and utilization 
filed with their respective market ad¬ 
ministrators, transfers in bulk form shall 
be classified as Class n to the extent of 
the Class n utilization (or comparable 
utilization under such other order) 
available for such assignment pursuant 
to the allocation provisions of the trans¬ 
feree order; 

(4) If information concerning the 
classification to which allocated under 
the other order Is not available to the 
market administrator for purposes of 
establishing classification pursuant to 
this paragraph, classification shall be as 
Class I. subject to adjustment when such 
information is available; 

(5) For purposes of this paragraph, if 
the transferee order provides for more 
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than two classes of utilization, milk alio- 
cated to a class consisting primarily of 
fluid milk products shall be classified as 
Class I. and milk allocated to other 
classes shall be classified as Class II: and 

(6 > If the form in which any’ fluid milk 
product is transferred to another order 
plant is not defined as a fluid milk prod¬ 
uct under such other order, classification 
shall be in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of $ 1040.41. 

§ 1040.44 Reopontlbility of handler*. 

<a> Except as provided in paragraph 
<b> of this section, all skim milk and 
buttorfat shall be classified as Class I 
utilization unless the handler who first 
receives such skim milk or butterfat 
proves to the market administrator that 
such skim milk or butterfat should be 
classified otherwise. 

tb) Milk in bulk delivered by a co¬ 
operative association as a handler under 
$ 1040.7(c) or from the pool plant of a 
cooperative association to a handler’s 
pool plant shall be classified according to 
use or disposition by the latter handler 
and the value thereof at the class prices 
shall be included in his net pool obliga¬ 
tion pursuant to $ 1040.60. 

§ 1040.45 Computation of Aim milk, 
and butterfat in each cl***. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall correct for mathematical and 
other obvious error* in the monthly re¬ 
port submitted by each handler, and 
compute the total pounds of skim milk 
and butterfat, respectively, in Class I 
and Class II utilization for such han¬ 
dler. If any of the water contained in 
the milk from which a product is made 
is removed before the product is utilized 
or disposed of by a handler, the pounds 
of skim milk disposed of in such product 
shall be considered to be an amount 
equivalent to the nonfat milk solids con¬ 
tained in such product, plus all of the 
water normally associated with such 
solids in the form of whole milk. 

§ 1010.46 Allocation of Aim milk and 
butterfat classified. 

After making the computations pur¬ 
suant to i 1040.45. the market adminis¬ 
trator shall determine for each handler 
the classification of producer milk and 
milk received pursuant to S 1040.44(b) 
as follows: 

<a) Skim milk shall be allocated in the 
following manner: 

(1) Subtract from the total pounds of 
skim milk in Class II the pounds of skim 
milk classified as Class II pursuant to 
$ 1040.41(b) (7); 

(2) Subtract from the remaining 
pounds of skim milk in each class the 
pounds of skim milk in fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts received in packaged form from 
other order plants as follows: 

<i> From Class II milk, the lesser of the 
pounds remaining or 2 percent of such 
receipts: and 

(ii) From Class I milk, the remainder 
of such receipts: 

(3) Subtract in the order specified 
below from the pounds of skim milk re¬ 
maining in each class, in series begin¬ 


ning with Class n, the pounds of skim 
milk in each of the following: 

(i) Other source milk in a form other 
than a fluid milk product: 

(U> Receipts of fluid milk products 
that are not approved by a duly consti¬ 
tuted health authority for fluid con¬ 
sumption In the marketing area or which 
are from unidentified sources: and 

(lii) Receipts of fluid milk products 
from a producer-handler, as defined 
under this or any other Federal order; 

(4) Subtract, in the order specified 
below, from the pounds of skim milk re¬ 
maining in Class II. but not in excess of 
such quantity: 

(1) Receipts of fluid milk products 
from an unregulated supply plant: 

(а) For which the handler requests 
Class II utilization; or 

( б ) Which are in excess of the pounds 
of skim milk determined by subtracting 
from 125 percent of the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in Class I milk the sum 
of the pounds of skim milk in producer 
milk, receipts from a cooperative associ¬ 
ation pursuant to i 1040.7(c), receipts 
from pool plants of other handlers, and 
receipts in bulk from other order plants; 
and 

(ii) Receipts of fluid milk products in 
bulk from an other order plant in excess 
of similar transfers to such plant, if 
Class II utilization was requested by the 
operator of such plant and the handler; 

(5) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in each class, in series 
beginning with Class n, the pounds of 
skim milk In inventory of fluid milk 
products on hand at the beginning of 


the classification assigned pursuant to 
ft 1040.43(a): 

(10) If the pounds of skim milk re¬ 
maining in both classes exceed the 
pounds of skim milk in producer milk 
and milk received pursuant to § 1040 44 

(b), subtract such excess from the 
pounds of skim milk remainlm: in each 
class in series beginning with Class II. 
Any amount so subtracted shall be known 
as’’overage ’ 4 ; 

<b> Butterfat shall be allocated In ac¬ 
cordance with the procedure outlined for 
skim milk in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion ; and 

(c) Combine the amounts of skim milk 
and butterfat determined pursuant to 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
into one total for each class and deter¬ 
mine the weighted average butterfat con¬ 
tent of such milk in each class. 

Minimum Class Prices 
§ 1040.50 llarir formula pricr. 

The basic formula price shall be the 
average price per hundredweight for 
manufacturing grade milk, f.o.b pUntt 
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported 
by the U.S.D.A. for the month. Such 
price shall be adjusted to a 35 percent 
butterfat basis by a butterfat differen¬ 
tial rounded to the nearest one-tenth 
cent computed at 0.12 times the simple 
average of the daily wholesale setting 
prices (using the midpoint of any price 
range as one price) of Grade A (92- 
score) bulk creamery butter per pound 
at Chicago, as reported by the U5 DA. 
for the month. The basic formula price 
shall be rounded to the nearest full cent 


the month; 

< 6 > Add to the remaining pounds of 
skim milk in Class IT milk the pounds 
subtracted pursuant to subparagraph ( 1 ) 
of this paragraph; 

(7) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in each class, pro rata 
to such quantities, the pounds of skim 
milk In receipts of fluid milk products 
from unregulated supply plants which 
were not subtracted pursuant to sub- 
paragraph (4)(!) of this paragraph; 

( 8 ) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining In each class, in the 
following order, the pounds of skim milk 
In receipts of fluid milk products In bulk 
from an other order plant(*>. in excess 
In each case of similar transfers to the 
same plant, which were not subtracted 
pursuant to subparagraph (4) (ii) of this 
paragraph: 

(i) In series beginning with Class n. 
the pounds determined by multiplying 
the pounds of such receipts by the larger 
of the percentage of estimated Class n 
utilization of skim milk announced for 
the month by the market administrator 
pursuant to ft 1040.27(1) or the percent¬ 
age that Class II utilization remaining 
is of the total remaining utilization of 
skim milk of the handler; and 

(il) From Class I. the remaining 
pounds of such receipts: 

( 8 ) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in each class the pounds 
of skim milk received in fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts from other pool plants according to 


g 1040.51 CUm 1 milk price. 

Subject to the provisions of Sft 104053 
and 1040.54, the minimum price per hun¬ 
dredweight to be paid by each handler, 
f.o.b. his plant, for milk of 3.5 percent 
butterfat content received from produc¬ 
ers or from a cooperative association 
during the month which is classified a» 
Class I milk sliall be as follows: 

(a) To the basic formula price for the 

preceding month add $1.40 and add or 
subtract a "supply-demand adjustment 
of not more than 45 cents computed pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (b) of this section. 

<b) A •‘supply-demand adjustment 
shall be computed for the month as 
follows: . , 

(1) Divide the total pounds ol pro¬ 
ducer milk for the second and ^ 
months next preceding by the im* 
pounds of Class I milk for th ' ^ 
months, multiply the result by 
round to the nearest whole nurob^ 
Such receipts and utilisation data lo 
months prior to the effective d*** ” 

part to be used for such computation 

shall be those established 

and pool plants pursuant to the ^ pro 

slons of the prior Southern MlcWgan 

and Muskegon orders. The tWt 

be known as the "current utUtxau 

^T&ply by $°.«3 the numb<r|^ 

percentage points that tbec l ‘nr ‘ u 
llzation percentage" Is . l un£ i. 

or below 'add' the WUcabte g* 
ard utilization percentage Usteo 
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| 1010.52 Him 11 milk price. 

The minimum price per hundredweight 

to be paid by each handler, f.o.b. his 


plant, for milk of 3.5 percent butterfat 
content received from producers or from 
a cooperative association during the 
month which is classified as Class n milk 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
month: Provided . That such Class n 
price shall not be more than the sum 
of paragraphs (a) and <b> of this sec¬ 
tion phis 10 cents, rounded to the near¬ 
est cent: 

<a> From the average Chicago butter 
price for the month described in $ 1040.50 
subtract 3 cents and multiply the re¬ 
mainder by 4.2: and 

<b> From the weighted average of car- 
lot prices per pound of spray process, 
nonfat dry milk for human consumption, 
f ob, manufacturing plants In the Chi¬ 
cago area, as published from the 26th 
day of the immediately preceding month 
to the 25th day of the current month by 
the* U S.D.A., deduct 5.5 cents, and multi¬ 
ply by 8 2. 

§ 1010.33 Handler butterfat <lifT> ren¬ 
tal. 

There Khali be added to or subtracted 
from, the price of milk for each class as 
computed pursuant to 88 1040.51 and 
1040.52, for each one-tenth of 1 percent 
that the average butterfat test of the 
milk In each class is above or below 3.5 
percent, os the case may be. an amount 
equal to the average Chicago butter price 
lor the month as described in $ 1040.50 
mjJlUplied by 0.113 and the result round¬ 
ed to the nearest one-tenth of a cent. 

S l04O..>4 Location adjustment* to han¬ 
dler*. 


For producer milk received at a 
2J“ Plant and classified as Class I milk 
*Khout movement to another pool plant 
Kl: or othcr source milk for which a 
*>cauon adjustment is applicable, the 
SS? pursuant to 8 1040.51 

wail be reduced pursuant to subpara- 
hftif/UVv. or <2) °f t-kk Paragraph on the 
wte or the applicable rate per hundred- 
Kht for the location of such plant. 

withi** »£ c r f <C5, For 11 P* ant located 
torv follo^dng described terri- 

IlppUcabI * zone rates shall be 


Mictittux Counties 
i-*fo adjustment: 

Oakland. 

Jkcomb. 

St n5tt lr . Berlln ' R“«y. Muwcy. 
5* Greenwood. O 

“urtchTUj* township*). 


Washtenaw (except Manchester, Bridgewater, 
Sharon. Freedom, Sylvan, Lima, Lyndon, 
and Dexter township*). 

Saginaw (except Jonesficld. Richland. Lake- 
Held. Fremont, Marion. Brant. Chapin. 
Brady. Chcsanlng. and Maple Grove town- 
ahlpa). 

Bay (except Gibson, Mt. Forest. Ptnconning. 
Garfield, and Fraser townships). 

Zone n—3 centa: 

Ingham. 

Livingston. 

Jockoon. 

Lenawee. 

Washtenaw (all the townships excluded from 
Zone X). 

Zone m —5 centa: 

Lapeer. 

St. Clair (all the townships excluded from 
Zone I). 

Sanilac (except Greenleaf, Austin. Minden. 
Delaware. Evergreen, Argyle. Wheatland. 
Marion, Forester. Lamotte. Moore, Custer, 
and Brldgehamptan townships). 

Tuscola (except Denmark. Juniata. Indian- 
Helds, Wells. Kingston, Gilford. Fairgrove. 
Aimer, Ellington. Novesta. Wlsner. Akron. 
Columbia, Elmwood, and Elkiand town¬ 
ships). 

Arenac. 

Bay (all the townships excluded from Zone 

I). 

Gladwin. 

Midland. 

Isabella. 

Montcalm (except Reynolds, Winfield. Cato. 
Belvldere, Pierson. Maple Valley, Pine, 
Douglass, Montcalm. Sidney, Eureka, and 
Fair plain townships). 

Gratiot. 

Saginaw (all the townships excluded from 
Zone 1). 

Clinton. 

Shiawassee. 

Ionia (except Otlsco, Orleans. Keene. Easton. 
Boston, Berlin, Campbell, and Odessa town¬ 
ships). 

Eaton. 

Zone IV—7 cents: 

Sanilac (all the townships excluded from 
Zone III). 

Tuscola (all the townships excluded from 
ZoaoHI). 

Huron. % 

St. Joseph. 

Branch. 

Hillsdale. 

Calhoun. 

Kalaxnanoo. 

Barry. 

Ionia (aU the townships excluded from Zone 
HI). 

Kent. 

Montcalm (all the townships excluded from 
Zone HI). 

Mecosta. 


Zone V—g centa: 


Berrien. 

Osceola. 

Coot. 

Clare. 

Von Buren. 

Missaukee. 

Allegan. 

Roscommon. 

Ottawa. 

Ogemaw. 

Muskegon. 

Iosco. 

Newaygo. 

Mason. 

Lake. 

Oceans. 

Zone VI—12 cents: 

Alcona. 

Orand Traverse. 

Oscoda. 

Wexford. 

Crawford. 

Manistee. 

Kalkaska. 

Zone VII—15 centa: 

Alpena. 

Benzie. 

Montmorency. 

Charlevoix. 

Otsego. 

Emmet. 

Antrim. 

Cheboygan. 

Leelanau. 

Presque Isle. 


(2) Mileage rate . For any plant at a 
location outride the territory specified 
in the preceding paragraph (a)( 1 ), the 
applicable adjustment rate per hundred¬ 
weight shall be based on the shortest 
highway distance between the plant and 
the nearest point In such territory as 
determined by the market administrator, 
and shall be the amount of the zone dif¬ 
ferential applicable at such point plus 
one cent for each 10 miles or fraction 
thereof from such point. 

(b) For fluid milk products trans¬ 
ferred in bulk from a pool plant to a 
pool plant described in 8 1040.16(a), the 
operator of the transferee plant shall 
receive credit at the applicable zone or 
mileage rate, based on the location of 
the transferor plant. The total volume 
on which such credit is computed shall 
be limited to the amount by which 108 
percent of Class I disposition at the 
transferee plant is In excess of the sum of 
receipts at such plant ( 1 ) from produc¬ 
ers. ( 2 ) from cooperative associations 
pursuant to 8 1040.7(c), and (3) from 
other order plants and unregulated sup¬ 
ply plants which arc assigned In Class I. 
such assignment of receipts from the 
transferor plant to be pro rata to re¬ 
ceipts of fluid milk products from all 
transferor pool plants. 

§ 1010.55 IW of equivalent prirff. 

If for any reason a price quotation re¬ 
quired by this part for computing class 
prices or for any other purpose is not 
available in the manner described, the 
market administrator shall use a price 
determined by the Secretary to be equiv¬ 
alent to the price which Is required. 

Determination of Uniform Prices to 
Producers 

§ 1010.60 Computation of the net pool 
obligation of each pool handler. 

The net pool obligation of each pool 
handler during each month shall be a 
sum of money computed by the market 
administrator as follows: 

(a) Multiply the quantity of milk in 
each class, as computed pursuant to 
I 1040.46(c), by the applicable class 
prices; 

(b) Add the amount obtained from 
multiplying the overage deducted from 
each class pursuant to $ 1040.46(a) (10) 
and the corresponding step of 8 1040.46 
(b) by the applicable class prices; 

(c) Add the amount obtained from 
multiplying the difference between the 
Class II price for the preceding month 
and the Class 1 price for the current 
month by the hundredweight of skim 
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class 
I pursuant to 8 1040.46'a) (5) and the 
corresponding step of 8 1040.46(b); 

<d> Add an amount equal to the dif¬ 
ference between the Class I and Class H 
price values at the pool plant of the skim 
milk and butterfat subtracted from 
Class I pursuant to 8 1040.46(a) (3) and 
the corresponding step of 8 1040.46(b); 
and 

(e) Add the value at the Class I price, 
adjusted for location of the nonpool 
plant(s) from which an equivalent vol¬ 
ume was received, of the skim milk and 
butterfat subtracted from Class I pur¬ 
suant to 8 1040.46(a) (7) and the corre¬ 
sponding step of 8 1040.46(b). 
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g 1010.61 Ouitputaiion of the 3.5 prr- 
rrnl %aluo of all milk. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator Rhall compute the 3.5 percent 
value of all milk by: 

(a) Combining Into one total the In¬ 
dividual values of milk of all handlers 
computed pursuant to 8 1040.60; 

<b> Addins If the weighted average 
butterfat test of all milk represented in 
paragraph (a) of this section Is less than 
3.5 percent, or subtracting if the 
weighted average butterfat test of such 
milk is more than 3.5 percent, an amount 
computed by multiplying the total 
pounds of butterfat represented by the 
difference of such average butterfat test 
from 3.5 percent by the butterfat differ¬ 
ential provided in $ 1040.82 multiplied by 
10 ; 

<c> Adding the aggregate of the values 
of the applicable location adjustments 
pursuant to 8 1040.81(a) (1); and 

<d> Adding not less than one-half of 
the unobligated balance in the producer- 
equalization fund. 

§ 1040.62 Computation of uniform 
price. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall compute a uniform price as 
follows: 

(a) Divide the aggregate value com¬ 
puted pursuant to 8 1040.61 by the sum 
of the following: 

(1) The total hundredweight of pro¬ 
ducer milk; and 

<2) The total hundredweight for 
which a value Is computed pursuant to 
8 1040.60(e); and 

(b) Subtract not less than 6 nor more 
than 7 cents from the price computed 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section. 

§ 1010.63 Adjusted uniform price. 

For the purpose of payments pursuant 
to 8 1040.70(c) the uniform price com¬ 
puted pursuant to 8 1040.62 shall be 
adjusted by deducting therefrom 25 per¬ 
cent of the difference between the uni¬ 
form price and the excess milk price, 
rounded to the nearest cent. 

§ 1040.61 Kxccfcn milk price. 

For each month, the excess price shall 
be the price of Class II milk, determined 
pursuant to 8 1040.52. rounded to the 
nearest cent. 

g 1010.65 Computation of uniform 
price foe Ka*e milk. 

< a > Multiply the total pounds of excess 
milk for the month by the excess milk 
price; 

<b> Multiply the total amount of milk 
to be paid for at the uniform price pur¬ 
suant to 8 1040.70 (d> and (e)(2) by the 
uniform price for the month; 

(c) Multiply the total amount of milk 
to be paid for at the adjusted uniform 
price pursuant to 8 1040.70(0 by the 
adjusted uniform price for the month; 

<d> Subtract the total values arrived 
at in paragraphs (a), <b). and (c) of 
this section and 8 1040.84(b)(2) from 
the total 3.5 percent value of all producer 
milk arrived at in 8 1040.61; 

<e) Divide the resultant value by the 
total hundredweight of base milk; and 


(f) Subtract not less than 6 cents nor 
more than 7 cents. The resultant hun¬ 
dredweight price shall be the uniform 
price of base milk of 3.5 percent butter¬ 
fat content, 

g 1010.66 Obligation* of handler oper¬ 
ating a partially regulated distribut¬ 
ing plant. 

Each handler who operates a partially 
regulated distributing plant shall pay 
to the market administrator for the 
producer-equalization fund on or before 
the 25th day after the end of the month 
either of the amounts (at the handler’s 
election) calculated pursuant to para¬ 
graph (a) or (b) of this section. If the 
handler fails to report pursuant to 
8 1040.30 the Information necessary to 
compute the amount specified In para¬ 
graph <a> of this section, he shall pay 
the amount computed pursuant to para¬ 
graph (b) of this section: 

(a) An amount computed as follows: 

(1X1) The obligation that would have 
been computed pursuant to 8 1040.60 at 
such plant shall be determined as though 
such plant were a pool plant. For pur¬ 
poses of such computation, receipts at 
such nonpool plant from a pool plant or 
an other order plant shall be assigned to 
the utilization at which classified at the 
pool plant or other order plant and 
transfers from such nonpool plant to a 
pool plant or an other order plant shall 
be classified as Class n milk if allocated 
to such class at the pool plant or other 
order plant and be valued at the uniform 
price of the respective order If so allo¬ 
cated to Class I milk. There shall be 
Included in the obligation so computed a 
charge In the amount specified In 8 1040- 
60(e) and a credit In the amount speci¬ 
fied in 8 1040.84(b)(2) with respect to 
receipts from an unregulated supply 
plant, unless an obligation with respect 
to such plant is computed as specified 
below in this subparagraph. 

(II) If the operator of the partially 
regulated distributing plant so requests, 
and provides with his report pursuant 
to 8 1040.30 similar reports with respect 
to the operations of any other nonpool 
plant which serves as a supply plant for 
such partially regulated distributing 
plant by shipments to such plant during 
the month equivalent to the require¬ 
ments of 8 1040.16(b). with agreement 
of the operator of such plant that the 
market administrator may examine the 
books and records of such plant for pur¬ 
poses of verification of such reports, 
there will be added the amount of the 
obligation computed at such nonpool 
supply plant in the same manner and 
subject to the same conditions as for 
the partially regulated distributing plant. 

<2) From this obligation there will be 
deducted the sum of (1) the gross pay¬ 
ments made by such handler for milk re¬ 
ceived during the month from dairy 
farmers at such plant and like payments 
made by the operator of a supply plant (s) 
included in the computations pursuant 
to subparagraph (1) of this paragraph 
for an amount of milk equivalent to that 
received from such supply plant, and (II) 
any payment to the producer-settlement 
fund of another order under which such 
plant is also a partially regulated distrib¬ 
uting plant. 


(b) An amount computed as follows: 

< 1) Determine the respective amounts 
of skim milk and butterfat disposed of 
as Class I milk on routes In the market¬ 
ing area; 

(2) Deduct (except that deducted 
under a similar provision of another 
order issued pursuant to the act) the 
respective amounts of skim milk and 
butterfat received as Class I milk at the 
partially regulated distributing plant 
from pool plants and other order plants; 

(3) Combine the amounts of skim 
milk and butterfat remaining into one 
total and determine the weighted aver¬ 
age butterfat content; and 

t4) From the value of such milk at 
the Class I price applicable at the loca¬ 
tion of the nonpool plant, subtract its 
value at the uniform price pursuant to 
8 1040.62 at the same location or at the 
Class n price, whichever Is higher. 

§ 1010.67 Notification. 


On or before the 12th day after the 
end of each month the market admin¬ 
istrator shall notify each handler of: 

ia) The amounts and values of his 
milk in each class and the total of such 
amounts and values; 

<b) The base of any producer deliv¬ 
ering milk to the handler which was not 
used In making payments for the previ¬ 
ous month; 

(c) The amount due such handler 
from the producer-equalization fund or 
the amount to be paid by such handler 
to the producer-equalization fund, as 
the case may be; and 

(d) The totals of the minimum 
amounts to be paid by such handler pur¬ 
suant to 88 1 040.80, 1040.84, 1040.W. 
1040.87. and 1040.88 


Base Rules 


§ 1010.70 Determination of ba*r. 


(a) A producer who delivered milk on 
at least 122 days during the period Au¬ 
gust 1 through December 31. Inclusive, 
of any yeAr shall have a base computed 
by the market administrator to be ap¬ 
plicable. subject to 8 1040.72. for the 12- 
month period beginning the following 
February 1. equal to his dally average 
milk deliveries from the date on which 
milk was first delivered In the period to 
the end of such August 1 -Decernbcr 31 
period: Provided , That a producer who 
had a base on December l and who« 
average of daily deliveries for the Au¬ 
gust 1-December 31 period Is less than 
such base shall have a base computed 
by subtracting from his previous base 
any amount by which 90 percent of nts 
previous base exceeds such average oi 


ally deliveries: A .... , 

(b) A producer with an established 
asc who does not forfeit his base pur- 
uant to § 1040.71(0 but who law to 
eliver milk on at least 122 days of th 
ngust 1 through December 31 Pencw 
hall have his base for the 12 mows 
eg Inning the following February l com- 
uted by dividing the total pound* 
hipped during the period by w. 

(c> Except as provided in paragraph 
j> and (e) of this section a proa^r 
ho has no base shall be PO ld 
ebruary 1 following the Augu* b 
____i ,..4tvi«n trhlch he cstao- 
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lUhes a base pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section at not less than the ad- 
iuBied uniform price computed pursuant 

to 1 1040.63; 

<d* whenever total receipts of pro¬ 
ducer milk by all handlers during the 
month are less titan 112.5 percent of the 
total Class 1 utilization of all milk by 
handlers during such month, all pro¬ 
ducers and cooperative associations shall 
be paid not less than the uniform price 
for all milk delivered; and 

<e> When a plant first becomes a pool 
plant any producer (except a producer 
as defined in the Muskegon order In the 
month prior to the effective date of this 
paragraph) delivering to such plant 


ill Establish a base on deliveries of 
milk to such plant for the preceding 
August-December period certified by 
submission of delivery receipts or other 
evidence satisfactory to the market ad¬ 
ministrator. except the base of a pro¬ 
ducer applicable pursuant to the Muske- 
aon order in the month Immediately pre¬ 
ceding the effective date of this para¬ 
graph shall be his base pursuant to tills 
lection through January 31. 1956; or 
(2) Elect payment at not less than 
the uniform price computed pursuant to 
1 1040.63 until the second February 1. 
after such plant first became a pool 
plant. Such election must be made on 
or before the end of the first month for 
which it is effective. 


| 1040.71 Application of 

A base shall apply to deliveries of 
milk by the producer for whose account 
milk was delivered during the base 
period, and upon death may be trans¬ 
ferred to a member or members of the 
deceased producer’s immediate family; 

<b> Bases may be transferred under 
the following conditions upon written 
notice by the holder of the base to the 
market administrator on or before the 
last day of the month that such base is 
to be transferred; 

(1 Upon retirement or entry Into 
military service of a producer, the entire 
haw may be transferred to a member or 
members of his immediate family; 

<2> Bases may be held Jointly and if 
such joint holding is terminated the base 
may be divided among the Joint holders 
as specified in writing to the market 
administrator; and 

(3> Two or more producers with bases 
may combine those bases upon the for¬ 
mation of a bona fide partnership; and 
<c) A producer who does not deliver 
milk to any handler for 45 consecutive 
?k* 5 # shal1 for * eit Ws base except that 
fac following producers may retain their 
wes without loss for 12 months; 
nil i A Producer who suffers the com¬ 
plete loss of his barn as a result of fire 
or windstorm; or 

A producer for whom loss of 50 
more of the milk herd from 
vine tuberculosis, is 
issued under State or 

■ HtlinquUhlng a l>i«*r. 

n °Wying the market ad- 
rtrator that he relinquishes his es- 
th* basc be paid pursuant to 
’ * P r °vislons of 5 1040.70(c) beginning 

No U7-9 


"ruceuQ&us or boi 
Jbown by evidence 
rfckral authority. 


with the first day of the month in which 
such notification is received by the mar¬ 
ket administrator until the next Febru¬ 
ary 1, 

Payments for Milk 

§ 1040.80 Time ami method of payment 
to producer** 

(a) Except as provided by paragraph 
(b> of tills section, on or befor; the 15th 
day of each month, each handler (ex¬ 
cept a cooperative association) shall pay 
each producer for milk received from 
him during the preceding month, not less 
than an amount of money computed by 
multiplying the total pounds of such 
milk by the applicable uniform prices 
computed pursuant tc 44 1040.62.1040.63. 
1040.64, or 1040.65 adjusted by the loca¬ 
tion and butterfat differentials pursuant 
to 44 1040.81 and 1040.82 less the pay¬ 
ment made pursuant to paragraph <d) 
of this section and any proper deduc¬ 
tions authorized by the producer. If by 
such date such handler has not received 
full payment for such month pursuant 
to 4 1040.85 he may reduce such pay¬ 
ments uniformly per hundredweight for 
all producers, by an amount not in ex¬ 
cess of the per hundredweight reduction 
in payment from the market adminis¬ 
trator; however, the handler shall make 
such balance of payment to those pro¬ 
ducers to whom it Is due on or before the 
date for making payments pursuant to 
this paragraph next following that on 
which such balance of payment Is re¬ 
ceived from the market administrator; 

(b) Upon receipt of a written request 
from a cooperative association which the 
Secretary determines Is authorized by its 
members to collect payment for their 
milk and receipt of a written promise to 
reimburse the handler the amount of any 
actual loss incurred by him because of 
any improper claim on the part of the 
association, each handler shall pay to the 
cooperative association on or before the 
second day prior to the end of the 
month an amount equal to the payments 
authorized pursuant to paragraph <d) 
of this section, and on or before the 13th 
day of each month, in lieu of payments 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, an amount equal to the gross sum 
due for all such milk received from cer¬ 
tified members, less amounts owing by 
each member-producer to the handler 
for supplies purchased from him on prior 
written order or as evidenced by a de¬ 
livery ticket signed by the producer. 

<1) Each handler shall submit to the 
cooperative association written informa¬ 
tion on or before the sixth working day 
of each month which shows for each such 
member-producer: 

(1) The total pounds of milk received 
from him during the preceding month; 

<U) The total pounds of butterfat con¬ 
tained in such milk; 

(ill) The number of days on which 
milk was received; and 

(iv) The amounts withheld by the 
handler in payment for supplies sold. 

(2) A copy of each such request, prom¬ 
ise to reimburse and certified list of 
members shall be filed simultaneously 
with the market administrator by the as¬ 
sociation and shall be subject to verifica¬ 
tion at his discretion, through audit of 


the records of the cooperative associa¬ 
tion pertaining thereto. Exceptions, if 
any. to the accuracy of such certification 
by a producer claimed to be a member, or 
by a handler shall be made by written 
notice to the market administrator, and 
shall be subject to his determination; 

(3) The foregoing payment and the 
submission of information pursuant to 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, 
shall be made with respect to milk of 
each producer whom the cooperative as¬ 
sociation certifies is a member, which is 
received on and after the first day of the 
month next following receipt of such cer¬ 
tification through the last day of the 
month next preceding receipt of notice 
from the cooperative association of a 
termination of membership or until the 
original request is rescinded in writing 
by the association. 

<c) On or before the 13th day after the 
end of each month, each handler shall 
pay a cooperative association, which Is a 
handler with respect to milk received by 
him from a pool plant operated by such 
cooperative association, or by bulk tank 
delivery pursuant to 4 1040.7(c). not less 
than an amount computed by multiply¬ 
ing the uniform price for base milk sub¬ 
ject to the location adjustment, if any, 
applicable at the transferee plant as 
provided by 4 1040.81 and the butterfat 
differential provided by 4 1040.82, by the 
total hundredweight of milk received by 
such handler from the cooperative asso¬ 
ciation . 

(d) On or before the last day of each 
month for producer milk received during 
the first 15 days of the month at not less 
than the Class II milk price for the pre¬ 
ceding month. 

§ 1010.81 I>oratioti differential* to pro¬ 
ducer* and on nonpool milk. 

(a) Subject to the conditions of para¬ 
graph (b) of this section, in making pay¬ 
ments to producers or cooperative asso¬ 
ciations pursuant to 4 1040.80 each 
handler: 

(1) May deduct for base milk and milk 
to be paid for at the uniform price or 
adjusted uniform price the rate per 
hundredweight applicable pursuant to 
4 1040.54(a) (1) or (2) for the location 
of the plant at which the milk was first 
physically received: 

<2> Shall add not less than 4 cents per 
hundredweight with respect to milk re¬ 
ceived from producers and cooperative 
associations pursuant to 5 1040.7(c) at 
a pool plant located within the townships 
of Royal Oak and Southfield in Oak¬ 
land County and in those portions of 
Wayne County other than the townships 
of Northvllle, Plymouth. Canton. Van 
Buren. Sumpter. Llvona. Nankin. Romu¬ 
lus. Huron. Taylor. Brownstown. Mon- 
guagon. and Grosse Isle, all in the State 
of Michigan. 

(b) When milk of an individual pro¬ 
ducer Is physically received at more than 
one location (including any nonpool 
plant) during the month, the location 
differential rate shall be the weighted 
average (rounded to the nearest one-half 
cent) of the amounts computed for the 
respective locations, except that If 65 
percent or more of such producer’s milk 
Is delivered to a plant or plants at which 
the same rate is applicable, such rate 
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shall be applicable to all deliveries of 
such producer during the month regard¬ 
less of point of delivery. 

<c) For purposes of computation pur¬ 
suant to 9 1040.84 and 9 1040.85. the uni¬ 
form price shall be adjusted at the rates 
set forth in 9 1040.54 applicable at the 
location of the nonpool plant from which 
the other source millc was received. 

§ 1040.82 Producer hut ter fat differen¬ 
tial. 

In making payments pursuant to 
i 1040.80, the base price and excess price 
or the uniform prices shall be increased 
or decreased for each one-tenth of 1 
percent of butterfat content that the 
milk received from each producer or a 
cooperative association Is above or be¬ 
low 3.5 percent, as the case may be. by 
the butterfat differential computed un¬ 
der 9 1040.53 rounded to the nearest one- 
half cent. 

5 1040.83 Producer-cqualixution fund. 

The market administrator shall estab¬ 
lish and maintain a separate fund, 
known as the "producer-equalization 
fund” into which he shall deposit all 
payments received pursuant to 91 1040.66 
and 1040.84 and out of which he shall 
make all payments pursuant to 9 1040.85. 

6 1040.84 Payment* to the producer* 

equal 17*1 ion fund. 

On or before the 13th day after the 
end of the month each handler shall pay 
to the market administrator the amount, 
if any. by which the total amounts speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (a> of this section ex¬ 
ceed the amounts specified In paragraph 
<b> of this section; 

(a) The sum of: 

(1) The net pool obligation computed 
pursuant to 9 1040.60 for such handler; 
and 

(2) In the case of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation which is a handler, the value, at 
the uniform price for base milk, of milk 
delivered to other handlers pursuant to 
9 1040.44(b). 

<b> The sum of: 

(1) The value of such handler's pro¬ 
ducer milk as specified in 9 1040.80. ex¬ 
cluding any applicable location differ¬ 
ential pursuant to 9 1040.81(a)(2); and 

<2) The value at the uniform prices) 
applicable at the location of the plant(s) 
from which received (not to be less than 
the value at the Class II price) with re¬ 
spect to other source milk for which a 
value is computed pursuant to 9 1040.60 
(e). 

§ 1010.8.1 Payment* from the producer- 
equalisation fund. 

On or before the 14th day after the 
end of each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall pay to each handler the 
amount. If any, by which the amount 
computed pursuant to 9 1040.84(b) ex¬ 
ceeds the amount computed pursuant to 
9 1040.84(a). The market administrator 
shall offset any payment due any han¬ 
dler against payments due from such 
handler. If the balance in the producer- 
equalization fund is insufficient to make 
all payments to all handlers pursuant to 
this paragraph, the market administra¬ 
tor shall reduce uniformly such pay¬ 
ments and shall complete such payments 


as soon as the necessary funds become 
available. 

§ 1810.86 Expfiae of admint*lratioi». 

As his pro rata share of the expense 
of administration of the order, each han¬ 
dler shall pay to the market administra¬ 
tor on or before the 13th day after the 
end of the month 2 cents per hundred¬ 
weight, or such lesser amount as the Sec¬ 
retary may prescribe, with respect to: 

(a) Producer milk (including milk of 
such handler's own production): 

<b) Other source milk allocated to 
Class I pursuant to 9 1040.46(a) <3> and 
(7) and the corresponding steps of 
f 1040.46(b); and 

(c) Class I milk disposed of In the mar¬ 
keting area from partially regulated dis¬ 
tributing plants that exceeds the hun¬ 
dredweight of Class I milk received dur¬ 
ing the month at such plant from pool 
plants and other order plants. 

§ 1040.87 Marketing services. 

(a) Except as set forth In paragraph 

(b) of this section, each handler. In mak¬ 
ing payments pursuant to § 1040.80(a) 
for milk received from each producer (In¬ 
cluding milk of such handler’s own pro¬ 
duction) at a plant not operated by a 
cooperative association of which such 
producer is a member, shall deduct 5 
cents per hundredweight, or such amount 
not exceeding 5 cents per hundredweight 
as the Secretary may prescribe, and, on 
or before the 13th day after the end of 
each month, shall pay such deductions 
to the market administrator. Such 
moneys shall be used by the market ad¬ 
ministrator to verify weights, samples, 
and tests of milk received from producers 
and to provide producers with market in¬ 
formation, such services to be performed 
by the market administrator or by an 
agent engaged by and responsible to him; 

(b) In the case of producers whose 
milk is received at a plant not operated 
by a cooperative association of which 
such producers are members, for which 
payment is not made pursuant to 
9 1040.80 (b) or <c), and for whom a 
cooperative association is actually per¬ 
forming the services described in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section, as determined 
by the Secretary, each handler shall 
make, in lieu of the deductions specified 
in paragraph (a) of this section, such 
deductions from payments required pur¬ 
suant to 1 1040.80 as may be authorized 
by such producers, and pay such deduc¬ 
tions on or before the 13th day after the 
end of the month to the cooperative as¬ 
sociation rendering such services of 
which such producers are members. 

§ 1010.88 Adjustment of account*. 

Whenever audit by the market admin¬ 
istrator of any handler’s reports, books, 
records, or accounts discloses adjust¬ 
ments to be made, for any reason, which 
result in moneys due: 

(a) To the market administrator from 
such handler; 

<b) To such handler from the market 
administrator; or 

(c) To any producer or cooperative as¬ 
sociation from such handier, the market 
administrator shall promptly notify such 
handler of any such amount due, and 
payment thereof shall be made on or 


before the next date for making payment 
set forth in the provisions under which 
such error occurred, following the fifth 
day after such notice. 

§ 1040.89 Overdue areounis 

Any unpaid obligation of a handler or 
of the market administrator pursuant to 
$9 1040.84, 1040.85. 1040.86. 1040 87. and 
1040.88 shall be Increased one-half of 1 
percent on the first day of the month 
next following the due date of such obh- 
gation and on the first day of each month 
thereafter until such obligation is paid. 

Application or Pao visions 
§ 1010.90 Handler exemption. 

A handler who operates a plant, other 
than a plant described In 9 1040.16(b), 
located outside the marketing area from 
which fluid milk products arc dj.-rposed 
of within the marketing area on a 
route(s) but from which the disposition 
of fluid milk products on all rentes oper¬ 
ated wholly or partly within the market¬ 
ing area averages less than 600 pounds 
per day for the month, and from which 
no milk is transferred to other handlers, 
shall be exempt for such month from all 
provisions of this part except fl 104031, 
1040.32. and 1040.33. 

§ 1010.91 Handler* subject to other 
Federal order*. 


A handler who operates a plant at 
which during the month milk U fully 
subject to the classification, pricing, and 
payment provisions of another market¬ 
ing agreement or order issued pursuant 
to the act and the disposition of fluid 
milk products in the other Federal mar¬ 
keting area exceeds that in the South¬ 
ern Michigan marketing area shall he 
exempt for such month from all provi¬ 
sions of this part except 99 1040.31, 1040.- 
32. and 1040.33, 


§ 1010.92 Producer-handUr rxrinjrtkm. 

A producer-handler shall be exempt 
from all provisions of this part except 
99 1040.31. 1040.32. and 1040.33. 

§ 1010.93 Special reporting dale*. 

When a holiday prevents normal busi¬ 
ness activities on any day except Sun¬ 
day during the first 15 days of the month 
those of the dates specified in H 1040JI 
<k)f2). 1040.30. 1040.3Kb), 1040.66. 

1040.80. 1040.84, 1040.85. 1040 86. snd 
1040.87 which follows such holiday shall 
be postponed by the number of days lost 
as a result of such holiday. 


Effective Tmz, Suspension os 
Texmdiation 

I KUO. 100 Termination of obligalloa* 
(a) The obligation of any huuvdler to 
jay money required to be paid under uw 
erms of this part shall, except w pro¬ 
vided In paragraph <b> and <c> of th» 
icctlon. terminate 2 years after tlie 
lay of the month during which the m • 
cet administrator receive* the handlers 
eport of utilisation of the millc lmP « 
n such obligation, unless within suen £ 
rear period the market admtnlsirawr 
lotiflcs the handler to writing that *uw 
noney Is due and payable. Scrv 
uch notice shall be complete upon 
ng to the handler’s last known 
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and It shall contain, but need not be 
limited to the following Information: 
d> The amount of the obligation; 

(2 > The month (a) during which the 
m iiK. With respect to which the obliga¬ 
tion exists, was received or handled; and 
, 3) If the obligation is payable to one 
or more producers or to a cooperative 
association, the name of such producers 
or association, or if the obligation is pay¬ 
able to the market administrator, the ac¬ 
count for which it is to be paid; 

tb> If a handler falls or ret uses, with 
respect to any obligation under this part, 
to make available to the market admin¬ 
istrator or his representatives all books 
or records required by this order to be 
made available, the market administra¬ 
tor may, within the 2-year period pro¬ 
vided for In paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. notify the handler in writing of 
such failure or refusal. If the market 
administrator so notifies a handler, the 
said 2-year period with respect to such 
obligation shall not begin to run until 
the first day of the month following the 
month during which such books and 
records pertaining to such obligation arc 
mode available to the market adminis¬ 
trator or his representatives: 

ic) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs <a> and <b> of this section, 
a handler's obligation under this part to 
pay money shall not be terminated with 
respect to any transaction involving 
fraud or willful concealment of a fact, 
material to the obligation, on the part 
of the handler against whom the obli¬ 
gation is sought to be Imposed; and 

<d> Any obligation on the part of the 
market administrator to pay a handler 
any money which such handler claims to 
be due him under the terms of this part 
shall terminate 2 years after the end of 
the month during which the milk in¬ 
volved in the claim was received if an 
underpayment Is claimed, or 2 years after 
the end of the month during which the 
payment (including deduction or setoff 
by the market administrator) was made 
by the handler if a refund on such pay¬ 
ment to claimed, unless such handler, 
within the applicable period of time. 
Wes, pursuant to section 8c(15)(A) of 
the Act. a petition claiming such money. 

S 1010.10! Effective time. 

The provisions of this part, or of any 
amendment hereto, shall become effec¬ 
tive at such time as the Secretary may 
acclare and shall continue In force until 
*u*pcnd£d or terminated. 

S 1010.102 Su*|)fn»ion or termination. 

The Secretary shall, whenever he finds 
this part, or any provision thereof, 
wtructs or does not tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act. terminate 
or suspend the operation of this part or 
any such provision thereof. 

§ 1010.103 ('.mitinuirig obligation*. 

If, upon the suspension or termination 
or any or all provisions of this part, there 
obligations thereunder the final 
“ccnial or ascertainment of which re¬ 
quires further acts by any person <in- 
f ^ the market administrator), such 
itJuf f shall be performed notwith- 

‘Wknng such suspension or termination. 


§ 1010.101 Liquidation. 

Under the suspension or termination 
of the provisions of this part, except this 
section, the market administrator, or 
such other liquidating agent as the Sec¬ 
retary may designate, shall, if so directed 
by the Secretary, liquidate the business 
of the market administrator s office, dis¬ 
pose of all property in his possession or 
control, including accounts receivable, 
and execute and deliver all assignments 
or other Instruments necessary or appro¬ 
priate to effectuate any such disposition. 
If a liquidating agent is so designated, 
all assets, books, and records of the mar¬ 
ket administrator shall be transferred 
promptly to such liquidating agent. If. 
upon such liquidation, the funds on hand 
exceed the amounts required to pay out¬ 
standing obligations of the office of the 
market administrator and to pay neces¬ 
sary expenses of liquidation and distribu¬ 
tion, such excess shall be distributed to 
contributing handlers and producers, in 
an equitable manner. 

Miscellaneous Provisions 
§1010.110 Agent*. 

The Secretary may. by designation in 
writing, name any officer or employee of 
the United States to act as his agent or 
representative in connection with any 
of the provisions of this part. 

§1010.111 Separability of provision*. 

If any provision of this part, or its 
application to any person or circum¬ 
stances. is held invalid the application of 
such provisions, and of the remaining 
provisions of this part, to other persons 
or circumstances shall not be affected 
thereby. 

|p.n. Doc. 65-0442; Plied. June 17. 1965; 

8:50 a m | 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

C 14 CFR Part 71 1 

(Airspace Docket No. 65-CE-35) 

VOR Federal Airways 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations that would 
alter, in part. VOR Federal airways Nos. 
14. 88. 191. 210, 426. 804, and 859. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, view's, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director. Central Region. Attention; 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency. 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas 
City. Mo., 64110. All communications 
received within 45 days after publication 
of this notice In the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendments. The pro¬ 
posals contained in this notice may be 
changed In the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 


General Counsel, Attention: Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue 8\V.. Wash¬ 
ington. D C., 20553. An Informal docket 
also will be available for examination at 
the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. 

In accordance with the application of 
CAR Amendment 60-21/60-29. the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency proposes to raise 
the floors of the following airway seg¬ 
ments from 700 feet to 1.200 feet above 
the surface as hereinafter set forth. 

1. V-14 from Neosho. Mo., to Findlay. 
Ohio. 

2. V-88 from Springfield. Mo., to the 
intersection of the Richwood. Mo., 086' 
T (078 n M> and the St. Louis, Mo.. 170" 
T (180“ M) radials. 

3. V-191 from Farmington. Mo., to 
Rhinelander. Wis. 

4. V-210 from Kansas City, Mo., to the 
intersection of the Indianapolis 069’ T 
(068' M) and the Fort Wayne. Ind., 187* 
T ( 187" M) radials. 

5. V-426 for the entire airway. 

6. V-804 from the Intersection of the 
Rosewood, Ohio, 261” T (262* M) and the 
Indianapolis. Ind , 069" T <068* M) 
radials. to Kansas City, Mo. 

7. V-859 from the intersection of the 
Joliet. Hi.. 067’ T (065“ M> and the 
Roberts, HI., 008’ T (005* M> to Neosho. 
Mo. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sec. 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UJ5.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on June 
11,1965. 

Daniel E. Barrow. 

Chief . Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Division. 

|F.B Doc. 65-6412; Filed. June 17, 1965; 
8:47 a.m.) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 1 

(Docket No. 160061 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS, FM 
BROADCAST STATIONS 

Notice of Extension of Time To File 
Reply Comments 

In the matter of amendment of i 73.- 
202, Table of Assignments, FM Broad¬ 
cast Stations (New Albany, Ohio, Deca¬ 
tur. Ind., Ellzabethton, Tenn., Ocean 
City. N.J., Oakland (Western) Md.. Fair¬ 
mont and Keyser. W. Va.. Aiken, S.C., 
and Louisville, Ga.. Copperhill, Clinton. 
Dayton, and Oak Ridge. Tenn.. Winter 
Park and Leesburg, Fla., Crossville and 
Athens. Term., and Tucson, Ariz.*, 
Docket No. 16006, RM-694. RM-739, RM- 
740, RM-743, RM-731. RM-750. RM-73G, 
RM-675, RM-745. RM-693. RM-751. 

1. On May 7. 1965. the Commission is¬ 
sued a notice of proposed rule making 
(FCC 65-386) in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter inviting comments on a number of 
proposed changes in the FM Tabic of As¬ 
signments. The time for filing com¬ 
ments In the proceeding was specified as 
June 7, 1965, and for filing reply com- 
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mcnts June 18. 1D65. On June 10. 1965. 
Oakland Radio Station Corp.. petitioner 
in RM-731, filed a request for an exten¬ 
sion of time In which to file reply corn- 
menu from June 18. 1965. to July 18. 
1965. 

2. Petitioner states that in its request 
in RM-731 it proposed the assignment of 
Channel 243 to Oakland. Md . and that 
two other parties have offered counter¬ 
proposal s which would assign this chan¬ 
nel to other communities by making 
additional changes in the Table. Peti¬ 
tioner submlU that it will need the addi¬ 
tional time to study these counterpro¬ 
posals with a view to seeking a solution 
which would obviate the conflicts. 

3. We are of the view that the re¬ 
quested extension is warranted in this 
case. Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
Urnt the time for filing reply comments 
In this proceeding, insofar as RM-731 
only is concerned, is extended to July 16. 
1965. 

4. This action is taken pursuant to the 
authority contained In sections 4<i). 5 
(d)(1) and 303(r) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934. as amended, and 
t 0.281(d)(8) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations. 

Adopted: June 14. 1965. 

Released: June 15, 1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission , 

l seal 1 Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

|PR. Doc. 65-6424; Piled. June 17, 1965; 

8:47 am | 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[46 CFR Part 5211 

(Docket No. 65-211 

TIME FOR FILING AND COMMENTING 
ON CERTAIN AGREEMENTS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Administrative Procedure 
Act (5 U-S.C. 1003) and sections 15 and 
43 of the Shipping Act. 1916 (46 U.8.C. 
814. 841(a)). that the Federal Maritime 
Commission is considering the promulga¬ 
tion of certain rules and regulations spe¬ 
cifying (1) the time within which ap¬ 
plications for extension of approved 
agreements due to terminate by their 
own terms, and modifications and can¬ 
cellations of other approved agreements, 
must be filed, and (2) the publication of 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

notice of filing of agreements and modi¬ 
fications under section 15, and applica¬ 
tions under section 14(b), and the time 
allowed for the filing of comments, pro¬ 
tests, or requests for hearing by inter¬ 
ested persons in regard thereto. Title 
46. CFR, would be amended by adding a 
new Part 521 as follows: 

PART 521—TIME FOR FILING AND 
COMMENTING ON CERTAIN 
AGREEMENTS 

Subparf A—Agreement Provisions 
§ 521.1 Slalrmrnl of policy. 

Some approved agreements on file with 
the Commission contain a provision 
specifying the date for their termination. 
In some Instances amendments have 
been filed with the Commission extend¬ 
ing the termination date of such agree¬ 
ments only a short time before the agree¬ 
ment was due to expire. It is the 
responsibility of the Commission to dis¬ 
approve, cancel or modify, by order, 
after notice and hearing, any agreement, 
or any modification or cancellation 
thereof, whether or not previously ap¬ 
proved by it, that it finds to be unjustly 
discriminatory or unfair as between 
carriers, shippers, exporters. Importers, 
or ports, or between exporters from the 
United 8tatcs and their foreign com¬ 
petitors. or to operate to the detriment 
of the commerce of the United States, 
or to be contrary to the public interest, 
or to be In violation of the Shipping Act. 
1916, and to approve all other agree¬ 
ments, modifications, or cancellations. 
In order to discharge these responsibili¬ 
ties. sufficient time must be allowed for 
the Commission to comprehensively 
analyse and consider every agreement, 
modification, and cancellation to deter¬ 
mine whether or not they are lawful in 
the light of the above defined standards. 

§ 321.2 Tame within which modi tiro* 
ti«>n« and notice* of cancellation* 
mu*! Ik* filed. 

In effectuation of the policy set forth 
in f 521 1. all modifications and/or no¬ 
tices of cancellations of approved agree¬ 
ments between carriers, or between car¬ 
riers and other persons subject to the 
Act. or between other persons subject to 
the Act. must be filed within the follow¬ 
ing specified times: 

(a) Application for extension of an 
approved agreement due to terminate 
by its own terms, must be filed so that 
the Commission will receive the appli¬ 
cation not less than sixty (60) days prior 
to the date on which the approved agree¬ 
ment would otherwise terminate. 


(b) Modification of an approved 
agreement, other than as designated in 
(a) hereof, must be filed not less than 
sixty (60> days prior to the date it is 
intended that action will begin change 
or cease as a result of the provision^' 
of the modification. 

(c) Notice of cancellation of nn ap¬ 
proved agreement must be filed not lew 
than sixty (60) days prior to the effec¬ 
tive date of cancellation unless .. thrrwi* 
provided for in the agreement 

§521.3 Failure to file. 

Failure to file, at least sixty (60 * dayi 
in advance of the termination date, an 
application for the extension of an ap¬ 
proved agreement due to terminate by 
its own terms, will result in the approved 
agreement terminating prior to Commb- 
sion action on the filed amendment, un¬ 
less satisfactory justification for uihgr 
of this provision is submitted. 

Subparf B—Notice to Interested 
Persons 

§ 521.10 Notice of filing of agreements 
and modification* under Section 13 
of the Act, and application* umirr 
Section 14(b) of the Act. 

<a) Notice to Interested persons: No¬ 
tice to interested persons of tiie filing of 
such agreements, modifications, and ap¬ 
plications shall be given by publication 
in the Federal Register of the appli¬ 
cant’s name and address, appropriate 
identification by Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission number, and a statement setting 
forth in general terms the provisions of 
the agreements, modifications, and appli¬ 
cations, together with a statement estab¬ 
lishing a time limit within which com¬ 
ments. protests, and request for hearing 
must be filed by interested persons. 

(b) Failure seasonably to fUe com¬ 
ments. protests, or requests for hearing 
will be construed as a waiver of opposi¬ 
tion to approval of such agreements, 
modifications, and application:' 

Interested parties may participate in 
this proposed rule making proceeding by 
submitting an original and 15 copies of 
written statements, data, views, or argu¬ 
ments pertaining thereto and any request 
for oral argument to the Secretary. Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, not later than 
30 days from the date oi publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Thomas Usj, 

Secretary . 

| PR. Doc. 65-6438: Plied. June 17. iMfc 
8:49 a.m.J 





Notices 


department of the interior 

Bureau of Land Management 
NEW MEXICO 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

The Forest Service. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, has filed an application, 
Serial Number New Mexico 0557261. for 
the withdrawal of lands described below, 
from all forms of appropriation includ¬ 
ing the general mining but not the min¬ 
eral leasing laws. The applicant desires 
the land for recreation purposes. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of tliis notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions. or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. Department of the Interior. State 
Director, Post Office Box 1449. SanU Fe. 
N Mex , 87501. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau of 
Land Management will undertake such 
investigations as are necessary to deter¬ 
mine the existing and potential demand 
for the lands and their resources. He 
will also undertake negotiations with the 
applicant agency with the view of ad¬ 
justing the application to reduce the area 
to the minimum essential to meet tire 
applicant's needs, to provide for the 
maximum concurrent utilization of the 
lands for purposes other than the ap¬ 
plicant’s, to eliminate lands needed for 
purposes more essential than the appli¬ 
cant's, and to reach agreement on the 
concurrent management of the lands and 
their resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con¬ 
sideration by the Secretary of the In¬ 
terior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the Forest Service. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
PtonAL Register, A separate notice will 
be sent to each Interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, w hich will be announced. 

The lands Involved in the application 
are; 


Nlw Mexico Principal Meridian, N. Mex. 
U Cuna Recreation Site Extension 

tUK,R,4*. 

7. 8. Et*8EVi8EViSE*4. NH 
SV a 8WV;8Wy«, W^WftSWViSEK 

Sec.S:L>u 7.e.*tt8K*; 

Sec. 10: Lou 11.13; 

l 1! Lou la. i3. i4. is, e£ehnev;hkv;. 
^SW^NE> 4 ne%, NW^NWft, 0K& 

•'Em. 

tondiu Crest Tramway Recreation Site 

T UK.&4E 

11: LoU 1ft. 17; 

£ less HE8 268 (unsurveyed); 

N»* within NF (unaurveyed). 


The area described contains 874 26 acres. 

Michael T. Solan. 

Manager . 

| PR. Doc. 65-6417; Piled. June 17, 1966; 
8:47 ajn.| 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-11 

IIT RESEARCH INSTITUTE 

Notice of Issuance of Facility License 
Amendment 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued, effective 
as of the date of issuance. Amendment 
No. 7. set forth below, to Facility License 
No. Rr-3. as amended. The License au¬ 
thorizes ITT Research Institute to op¬ 
erate its homogeneous solution type nu¬ 
clear reactor located in Chicago, HI. 
The amendment authorizes an increase 
to 10 grams from 3.5 grams in the 
amount of contained uranium 235 which 
may be contained in neutron measuring 
instruments incorporated in the facility, 
as described in the application for li¬ 
cense amendment dated May 14.1965. 

Tlie Commission has found that: 

(1) The application for amendment 
compiles with the requirements of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
and the Commission’s regulations set 
forth in Title 10. Chapter I, CFR; 

(2> The issuance of the amendment 
will not be inimical to the common de¬ 
fense and security or to the health and 
safety of the public; 

(3) Prior public notice of proposed is¬ 
suance of this amendment is not re¬ 
quired since the amendment does not In¬ 
volve significant hazards considerations 
different from those previously evaluated. 

Within fifteen (15> days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the licensee may file a re¬ 
quest for a hearing and any person whose 
interest may be affected by this proceed¬ 
ing may file a petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene. Requests for a hearing and peti¬ 
tions to intervene shall be filed In ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice ( 10 CFR Part 
2). If a request for a hearing or a peti¬ 
tion for leave to Intervene is filed within 
the time prescribed in this notice, the 
Commission w r lll issue a notice of hearing 
or an appropriate order. 

For further details with respect to this 
amendment, see (1) the licensee’s appli¬ 
cation for license amendment dated May 
14, 1965, and (2) the Safety Evaluation 
prepared by the Test and Power Reactor 
Safety Branch of the Division of Reactor 
Licensing, both of which are available for 
public Inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. A copy of Item 
<2> may be obtained at the Commission's 
Public Document Room or upon request 
addressed to the Atomic Energy Com¬ 


mission. Washington. D.C., 20545, Atten¬ 
tion: Director, Division of Reactor 
Licensing. 

Dated at Bcthesda, Md., this 11th day 
of June 1965. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Saul Levine. 

Chief . Test and Power Reactor 
Safety Branch, Division of 
Reactor Licensing, 

| License No. R-3. as amended. Arndt. 7| 

License No. R-3. as Amended, issued to IIT 
Research Institute, Is hereby further 
amended In the following respect: Paragraph 
2.b(2) Is changed to read as follows: 

“2 b.(2) 10 grams of contained uranium 

235 in neutron measuring Instruments In¬ 
corporated In the facility: and” 

This amendment is effective ss of the date 
of issuance. 

Date of issuance: June 11, 1965. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

8aul Lkvinx, 

Chief, Test and Power Reactor Safety 
Branch, Division of Reactor 
Licensing . 

[FR. Doc. 66-6434: Filed. June 17, 1966; 

8:48 axn.) 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket I6009| 

S. A. EMPRESA DE VIACAO AEREA 
RIO GRANDENSE (VARIG) 

Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958. as amended, that a hearing in the 
above-entitled proceeding is assigned to 
be held on July 13. 1965. at 10 a.m., 
e.d-s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Build¬ 
ing. Connecticut and Florida Avenues 
NW.. Washington. D.C., before the 
undersigned Examiner. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 14, 
1965. 

I seal 1 Walter W. Bryan. 

Hearing Examiner. 

[F-R. Doc. 66-6423. Piled. June 17. 1966: 

8:47 a m. | 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

IOE Docket No. 65-60-61 

CORAL TELEVISION CORP. 

Order Entering Final Determination of 
Hazard to Air Navigation 

The Coral Television Corp.. Miami. 
Fla., submitted a petition for public 
hearing (30 F.R. 7121) pursuant to 
$ 77.37 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions. in appeal of the Determination of 
Hazard to Air Navigation Issued in OE 
Docket No. 65-60-5 (30 F.R. 5396), for 
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NOTICES 


the proposed construction of a television 
antenna structure near Key Biscayne, 
Fla. 

The case file and petition have been 
fully examined. It has been determined 
that the grounds offered In the petition 
as the basis for obtaining a public hear¬ 
ing do not constitute adequate founda¬ 
tions for the grant of a hearing. There¬ 
fore, pursuant to $ 77.37, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations, the petition for a pub¬ 
lic hearing is hereby denied and the De¬ 
termination of Hazard to Air Navigation 
issued in OE Docket No. 65-SO-5 is 
final as of this date. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on June 
10. 1965. 

N. E. Halaby, 
Administrator . 

|FJt. Doc. 65-6413; Fllod. June 17, 1965; 

8;47 a m J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 16997; FCC 65M-773J 

LAMPASAS BROADCASTING CORP. 
(KCYU 

Order Continuing Mooring 

In re application of Lampasas Broad¬ 
casting Corp. <KCYL>, Lampasas. Tex., 
Docket No. 15997. File No. BP-16383; 
for construction permit. 

To formalize the agreements and rul¬ 
ings made on the record at a prehearing 
conference held on June 14, 1965, in the 
above-entitled matter concerning the 
future conduct of this proceeding; 

It it ordered . This 14th day of June 
1965. that: 

Exchange of exhibits is scheduled for 
August 16. 1965; 

Exchange of rebuttal exhibits, if any. 
is scheduled for September 24. 1965; 

Notification of witnesses is scheduled 
for September 30.1965 ; and 

Hearing presently scheduled for July 
14. 1965, is continued to October 5. 1965. 

Released: June 15.1965. 

Fedebal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal ) Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

| PR Doc. 65-6425; Filed, June 17. 1965; 

8:47 ta.) 


(Docket No. 14040; FCC 65M-770) 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ET AL. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

Regarding United State© of America, 
by the Administrator of General Services. 
Washington. D.C., complainant v. Amer¬ 
ican Telephone and Telegraph Co. et al.. 
defendants. Docket No. 14040. 

It it ordered, This 11th day of June 
1965, that Arthur A. Gladstone shall 
serve as the presiding officer in the 
above-entitled proceeding; that the 
hearings therein shall commence at 10 


am., on July 27. 1965; and that a pre- 
hearing conference shall be oonvened at 
10 a m., on June 30. 1965; and. it is fur¬ 
ther ordered. That all proceedings shall 
be held in the Offices of the Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 

Released: June 14. 1965. 

Ftoeeal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal) Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 65-6436: Filed, June 17. 1965; 
8:47 am.) 


(Docket No. 14040; FCC 65-6061 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order As¬ 
signing Matter for Public Hearing 

Regarding United States of America, 
by the Administrator of General Serv ices. 
Washington, D.C.. complainant v. Amer¬ 
ican Telephone and Telegraph Co. et al., 1 
defendants. Docket No. 14040. 

The Commission has before it: 

(1) The above-entitled formal com¬ 
plaint filed April 5. 1961, by the Admin¬ 
istrator of General Services (GSA) on 
behalf of the executive agencies of the 
United States requesting damages from 
the American Telephone and Telegraph 
Co. (A.T. A T.) and 30 other communica¬ 
tions carriers for alleged unlawful 
charges far private line services fur¬ 
nished to complainant since September 
1.1956; 

(2) Answers to the above-entitled com¬ 
plaint filed by A.T. k T. and the Bell 
System companies on May 11, 1961. by 
the Carolina Telephone and Telegraph 
Co. on May 11, 1961, and by the Lemhi 
Telephone Co., on May 12.1961; 

*3) A Motion To Dismiss filed May 11, 
1961. by A.T. k T. and the defendant Bell 
System companies requesting the Com¬ 
mission to dismiss the above-entitled 
complaint; and 

(4) An opposition to the Motion To 
Dismiss filed by complainant on June 1. 
1961. and the reply to such opposition 
filed by A.T. k T. and the defendant Bell 
System companies on June 12, 1961. 

2. Complainant alleges that section 
203(c) of the Communications Act of 
1934. as amended, has been violated by 
defendants in that <a) complainant 
makes extensive use of both single and 
multiple line circuits of defendants and 
since September 1, 1956. defendants have 
demanded and collected payment from 
complainant for multiple private line 
services and channels at the higher rates 
set forth in A.T. k T. Tariff FCC Nos. 135 
• hereafter referred to as Tariff 135) and 
A_T. 5c T. Tariff FCC No. 208 (hereafter 
referred to as Tariff 208) for single pri¬ 
vate Une telephone and telegraph chan¬ 
nels and services rather than at the 
lower rates set forth In the A.T. k T. 
Tariff FCC 231 (hereafter referred to as 
Tariff 231), applicable to multiple pri¬ 
vate line services and channels; and in 
that <b) defendants have failed or re¬ 
fused, in other instances, to apply Tariff 


* See App. A. 


231 without a prior, specific request 
therefor. 

3. Complainant further alleges thtt 
section 202 of the Act has been violated 
by the defendants in that complainant 
has requested defendants to consider and 
treat complainant as a single customer 
in the application of Tariff 231 but the 
defendants have failed and refused to 
do so and such failure has subjected com¬ 
plainant to undue or unreasonable preju¬ 
dice or disadvantage in charges for com¬ 
munication services so as to constitute 
unjust and unreasonable discrimination 
against complainant. 

4. Complainant further alleges that 
section 201 of the Act has been violated 
by defendants in that (a) defendant** 
failure or refusal automatically to apply 
Tariff 231 to complainant's use of mul¬ 
tiple channel services has resulted in 
payment of excessive, unreasonable and 
unlawful charges and in that *b) de¬ 
fendants* failure to recognize complain¬ 
ant as a single customer for the applica¬ 
tion of Tariff 231 has likewise resulted 
In payment of excessive, unreasonable, 
and unlawful charges. 

5. In an appendix to the complaint, 
complainant details a partial listing of 
the damages resulting from the alleged 
violations of the Act in a total amount of 
approximately $84,938.50. and, became 
of the asserted impracticability of item¬ 
izing nil of the damages, complainant 
requests the Commission to undertake 
and supervise an audit to ascertain and 
fix the exact amount of damages, with 
an unspecified amount of interest, to be 
awarded complainant. 

6. A.T. k T. and the Bell System de¬ 
fendants (hereafter referred to os A.T, 
k T.) in their Joint answer deny any vio¬ 
lation of the Act and allege affirmatively 
that Tariff 231 is a separate and distinct 
service offering different from that of¬ 
fered in Tariffs 135 and 208; that AT. ft 
T. has at all times been ready and willing 
to accept orders from departments and 
agencies of the UJS. Government for 
service under Tariff 231 when properly 
tendered by those having authority to do 
so, and has at all times been ready and 
willing to treat the total of all Govern¬ 
ment agencies as a single customer if 
the Government would undertake the 
necessary administrative steps to order 
its services In such way; that Tariff 231 
cannot be applied automatically in the 
absence of an order for service there¬ 
under; that the various agencies of the 
United States cannot be treated a» a sin¬ 
gle customer unless they order service as 
a single customer; that the complaint is 
barred by the limitations of section 41o 
(c) of the Communications Act of 1934. 
as amended (hereafter referred to ts 
section 415(c) >, since all of the specific 
allegations of overcharge appended to 
the complaint relate to matters over 1 
year old; and that the general allega¬ 
tions of unspecified damages do not meet 
the requirements of the Commissions 
rules governing the details that shorn 
go Into formal complaints, 

7. Defendant Lemhi Telephone Co. 
specifically adopts the answer of AT 
and The Carolina Telephone and ri*e- 
graph Co., in a separate answer, raise* 
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Friday. June 18, 1985 


clff P H«iiy the same points asserted by 

A.TSiT. 

8 a.T. L T. moves to dismiss the com¬ 
plaint on the grounds that: (1) As a 
matter of law, Tariff 231 does not apply 
unless the customer orders service there¬ 
under; (2i Tariff 231 is a separate and 
distinct service offering, not an alterna¬ 
tive rate schedule, with significant differ¬ 
ences between the offering under Tariff 
231 and services under Tariffs 135 and 
208; (3) there is no allegation of facte 
In the complaint showing that the de¬ 
fendants have refused to apply Tariff 231 
when properly requested to do so: (4) 
the Commission has no Jurisdiction of 
the complaint under the limitations im¬ 
posed by section 415; and (6) the com¬ 
plaint seeks alleged overcharges without 
pleading them with the specificity re¬ 
quired by the Commission's rules. 

9. Complainant opposes the Motion To 
Dismiss on the grounds that: (a) There 
Is no requirement In Tariff 231 that the 
customer must specifically request the 
application of Tariff 231 and defendants 
must therefore automatically collect 
charges named In tariffs applicable to the 
service Involved; <b) there are no real 
differences between the single and mul¬ 
tiple channel service offerings except the 
rates; <c> the Government Is one per¬ 
son; <d> the limitation provisions of sec¬ 
tion 415(c) do not apply to the US. 
Government under the traditional im¬ 
munity of the Government to statutes of 
limitation ; and <c) it Is not practicable 
for complainant to be more specific in its 
•Negations of damages because of the 
number of channels and services and the 
resulting bUllngs which are involved. 

10. Upon careful review of the plead¬ 
ings we are persuaded that, unless the 
above-entitled complaint is barred by 
the Ume limitations imposed by section 
415(c) the complaint and answers pre¬ 
sent issues which, in part at least, as 
hereafter discussed, should be investi¬ 
gated and determined by means of a pub¬ 
lic hearing. Therefore, we shall first 
turn our attention to the contentions of 
we parties with respect to the applica¬ 
bility of section 415(c). 

11. 8ectlon 415(c), in pertinent part, 
reads as follows; 

For recovery of overcharges action at law 
be begun or oompiamt filed with the 
agalnet carriers within 1 year 
the cause of Action accrue*. 
J^i not after, • • • 49 UjB C. 415(c). 1958 


A»onHnx to the legislative history of 
uj®munications Act. section 415(0 \ 
•jupted from section 16(3) of the Int 
»«e Commerce Act, as It then exlslee 
m,T^. and 4511 then applied to both co 
unications and transportation, w 
n 415(c) shortening the period 
umitatjon applicable to comm uni catli 
*f° m 2 years to 1 year. Sen 
S™*?; 73 Cong.. 2d Sessi 

o^ 34): Hoiwe Report No. t 
Session, page 8 (1934). 

comni «4 « % ubuiati on appended to 
occurlln 11 the bln,n *® in dispute 
25*5?* ** ween September 1. 11 

feil ^ 1959: thc lAiUi * d 

s a year prlor *° the A i 

^us AT**? $ atc of toe comp!a; 
• A.T. & T. argues that sect 


415(c) bars the complaint. In support 
of this argument. A.T. & T. relies upon 
cases that have held, with respect to 
nongovernmental parties, that section 
16(3) of the Interstate Commerce Act. 
49 U.S.C, 16(3), 1958 ed., hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as section 16(3), defines the 
jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. U.S. Ex. Rel. Louisville 
Cement Co. v. Interstate Commerce 
Comm’n.. 246 US. 638 (1918); Midstate 
Horticultural Co. Inc. v. Pennsylvania 
R.R. Co.. 320 U.8. 356 (1943) and A.T. 
& T. # maintains that, since section 
415(c) of the Communications Act of 
1934 Is patterned after section 16(3), 
those decisions are binding upon thc 
Commission in respect to this claim. In 
opposition. GSA contends that the 1- 
year limitation imposed by section 415(c) 
is not applicable where the Government 
is the complainant, since statutes of limi¬ 
tations do not run against the Govern¬ 
ment unless Congress has clearly mani¬ 
fested Its Intent that they shall apply 
to the Government and that Congress 
has not so expressed that intent in the 
limitation provisions of section 415(c). 
GSA relies principally upon the decision 
in United States v. DeQueen and East¬ 
ern RH. Co., 271 F. 2d 597 (8th Cir. 
1959) and cases cited in that decision. 

13. This is a question of first impres¬ 
sion with this Commission and assist¬ 
ance and guidance in resolving the ques¬ 
tion must be drawn from the legislative 
history of section 16(3) from which sec¬ 
tion 415(c) was adapted, and from the 
construction that has been placed upon 
section 16(3), and similar statutes of 
limitations, by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and the courts. 

14. The Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission has held that section 16(3), as 
originally enacted and as it existed when 
section 415 of our Act was adopted, was 
applicable to complaints for overcharges 
filed by the United States against rail¬ 
road carriers. United States v. Director 
General. 80 ICC 143 (1923), United 
States v. Southern Ry. Co.. 286 ICC 203 
(1952). However, the rationale of these 
rulings by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission ha« not been accepted by 
the courts that have been called upon to 
construe the same or analogous statutory 
provisions. 

15. In the DeQueen Case, supra, the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Eighth Cir¬ 
cuit dealt with thc application of section 
16(3) to a claim by the Commodity 
Credit Corporation against a railroad for 
overcharges and held that traditional 
governmental Immunity from statutes of 
limitation and laches applied to claims 
for overcharges by the Government un¬ 
less Congress clearly manifested an in¬ 
tention to make the statutes applicable 
to Government suits, and, since there 
was no such expressed policy in section 
16(3), it was held by the court to be in¬ 
applicable to the Government’s claim for 
overcharges. Following the DeQueen 
Case, the UJ3. District Court for the 
Southern District of New York, in 
United States v. Yale Transport Corp., 
184 F. Supp. 42 (S.D.N.Y. I960). adopted 
thc reasoning of thc DeQueen Case and 
held that section 204(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, thc companion motor 


carrier statute of limitation, was inap¬ 
plicable to a Government suit for over¬ 
charges against a motor carrier. Simi¬ 
larly. the UJS. Court of Appeals for the 
10th Circuit, in Stewart v. United States. 
327 F. 2d 201 (10th Clr. 1964), considered 
precisely the same question, and stated 
that “while there is certainly room for 
doubt • • • we will adopt the reasoning 
of DeQueen and Yale Transport, as con¬ 
sistent with traditional notions of gov¬ 
ernmental immunity. In the absence of 
an expressed congressional Intent to 
subject the Government to such limita- 
tions“ and thereupon held that the same 
motor carrier statute of limitations could 
not be Interposed as a jurisdictional bar 
to a Government claim for overcharges. 

16. All of the decisions cited in thc 
foregoing paragraphs pertained to cases 
arising prior to 1958 when Congress made 
significant amendments in section 16(3). 
Thus, in 1958 Congress amended section 
16(3) by adding thc following new para¬ 
graph; 

(1) The provisions of this paragraph (3) 
shall extend to and embrace all transporta¬ 
tion of property or passengers for or on be¬ 
half of the United States in conn cell on with 
any action brought before the Commission 
or any court by or against carriers subject 
to this chapter: Provided, however. That 
with respect to such transportation of prop¬ 
erty or passengers for or on behalf of the 
United States, the periods of limitation 
herein provided shall be extendod to Include 
3 years from the date of (A) payment of 
charges for the transportation involved, or 
(B) subsequent refund for overpayment of 
such charges, or (C) deduction made under 
section 60 of this title, whichever Is later. 
72 Stat. 859, 860. 40 U S.C. » 16(3) (C) (l). 
1956 cti 

Similar amendments were made in ail 
of thc other companion statutes of 
limitations in the Interstate Commerce 
Act. 49 U.S.C. 394a, 908. 1006a. 1958 ed. 
Therefore, while section 16(3) and its 
associated statutes have been amended 
since 1934 specifically to subject the gov¬ 
ernment expressly to the application of 
these statutes of limitations, no such 
amendment has been made by Congress 
in section 415 of the Communications 
Act. 

17. Before discussing further the 1958 
amendments, the problem before us can 
be viewed in better perspective by con¬ 
sidering the other side of the statutory 
coin as it existed prior to the 1958 
amendments. Section 16(3) applied 
both to suits by shippers against carriers 
for overcharges and to suite by carriers 
against shippers for undercharges. 
Prior to 1958, section 16(3) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act was uniformly con¬ 
strued by the U.8. Court of Claims as 
being inapplicable to suite brought by 
railroad carriers against the Govern¬ 
ment for undercharges in the Court of 
Claims. Southern Pacific Co. v. United 
States. 62 Ct. Cl. 391 (1926); Seaboard 
Air Line R.R. Co. v. United States, 113 
Ct. Cl. 437. 83 F. Supp. 1012 (1949); 
Union Pacific RR. Co. v. United States. 
114 Ct. Cl. 714. 86 P. Supp. 907 (1949>. 
See also: United States v. Western 
Pacific Railroad Co.. 352 US. 59; 1 L. 
Ed. 2d. 126 (1956). The Court of Claims 
consistently ruled that section 16(3) of 
the ICC Act, as it was worded prior to 
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1958 did not apply to suits against the 
Government in the Court of Claims not¬ 
withstanding that section 16«3> stated 
expressly, as does section 415 of our Act, 
that all actions at law by carriers for 
recovery of undercharges should be 
brought within the prescribed period. 
Instead the Court of Claims has held 
that the 6-ycar statute of limitations, 
applicable generally to suits filed in the 
Court of Claims, should apply in all 
suits by carriers against the Government 
for undercharges. 28 U.S.C. 2501. 1958 
ed. 

18. As a consequence of the foregoing 
Court decisions. Congress, as heretofore 
stated, amended section 16(3) and its 
companion provisions in 1958 so as to 
make them apply specificlally and ex¬ 
pressly to suits by the Government 
against carriers for overcharges. At 
the same time Congress balanced the 
equities and changed the other side of 
the coin so as to impose upon the car¬ 
riers the same limitations In their suits 
against the Government as would there¬ 
after apply to suits by the Government. 
The legislative history of the amend¬ 
ments Indicates clearly that Congress 
recognized that all these interrelated 
statutes of limitations, as they were prior 
to 1958, had to be amended if the limi¬ 
tations of section 16(3) were to be made 
applicable to the Government. The 
Senate Committee report includes the 
following statement: 

In the Interest of 1 alroet* to all concerned, 
the G>fnm)ttce believes that a 2-year statute 
of limitations, now applicable to commercial 
shippers, should be applied to shipments and 
transportation of person* by the Govern¬ 
ment. Likewise. It believes that carriers 
subject to the Act should be clearly bound 
by the same 2-year period of limitations 
rather than the 6-year period now available 
to the carriers for suite against the Govern¬ 
ment. Senate Report No. 334. 65th Con¬ 
gress. Second Session, 17.8. Code. Congres¬ 
sional and Administrative News, 1956, page 
3925. 

19. With the foregoing precedents 
and legislative history before us, it seems 
clear that wc are constrained to adopt 
the view that section 415(c), which has 
not been amended to apply specifically 
to the Government, does not apply to the 
complaint herein. Moreover, the U.S. 
Supreme Court has laid down the prin¬ 
ciples that statutes which in general 
terms divest preexisting rights do not 
apply to the sovereign unless specifically 
named. United 8tates v. United Mine 
Workers, 330 U.S. 258 (1947), and that 
any statute or rule that limits the right 
of the sovereign must be strictly con¬ 
strued in favor of the sovereign. Du¬ 
pont de Nemours and Co. v. Davis, 264 
U.S. 456 (1924). 

20. We find and conclude, therefore, 
on the basis of all of the foregoing that 
section 415(0 Is Inapplicable to the 
above-entitled complaint. 

21. With respect to the remaining 
grounds for dismissal set forth in the 
motion there is one other that should 
be disposed of at this time. A.T. 4c T. 
takes the position that there are sig¬ 
nificant differences between the offerings 
under Tariff 231 and the offerings under 
Tariffs 135 and 208 and complainant al¬ 
leges that they are like service. We see 


no need to try this issue in the hearing 
that we are ordering in the light of the 
Commission’s decision In the Private 
Line Rate Case that the services in Tariff 
PCC 231 are like those offered in Tariffs 
FCC 135 and 208. <34 PCC 217, 319). 

22. Finally, we shall dispose at this 
time of one further point raised by the 
pleadings. Complainant asks the Com¬ 
mission to supervise an audit to deter¬ 
mine the amount of damages over and 
above those specifically pleaded in the 
complaint. We believe that this request 
should be denied and that complainant 
should file whatever further or addi¬ 
tional complaints it mAy wish to file 
setting out. in the detail required by our 
rules, such other and additional damages 
which it may wish to claim so that de¬ 
fendants may have an adequate oppor¬ 
tunity to answer any such further or 
additional claims and be heard thereon. 

Order 

Accordingly, it it ordered, That pur¬ 
suant to sections 206 through 209 of the 
Communications Act of 1934. a public 
hearing shall be held at a time and place 
hereinafter designated on the issues 
presented by the above-entitled Com¬ 
plaint and Answers thereto, except for 
those issues specifically excluded by the 
following ordering paragraphs hereof; 

It is further ordered . That defendants' 
pica that section 415(0 of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934 bars the above- 
entitled complaint is hereby denied: 

It is further ordered. That defendants' 
plea that the offerings and services under 
A.T. L T. Tariff PCC 231 are significantly 
different from the offerings and services 
under A.T. L T. Tariffs PCC 135 and 208 
is hereby denied; 

Jt U further ordered . That the request 
of complainant for the Commission to 
supervise an audit to determine the al¬ 
leged damages not specifically pleaded in 
the complaint shall be and the same is 
hereby denied; 

It is further ordered , That defendants* 
Motion To Dismiss is hereby denied but 
without prejudice to reasserting those 
contentions therein that arc not spe¬ 
cifically disposed of in the foregoing 
ordering paragraphs; and 
It is further ordered. That a copy of 
this order shall be served upon the 
complainant and all defendants herein. 

Adopted: June9,1965. 

Released: June 15.1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission.• 
l seal) Ben P. Wafle, 

Secretary . 

Apjtocdoc A 

DErtNIUNTl (CONCtnULINC CARRIERS) 

Bell Telephone Co. of Nevada; San Francisco 
Calif. 

Bell Telephone Co. of Pennsylvania. The* 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Camden Rural Telephone Co.; Camden. Mich. 
Carolina Telephone and Telegraph Co.: Tar- 
boro. N.C. 

Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Co.. The; 
Washington. D.C. 

Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Co. of 
Maryland. The; Baltimore, Md. 


* Commissioner Bartley absent; Commis¬ 
sioner Loevingcr abstaining from voting. 


Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Co of 
Virginia. The; Richmond, Va 

Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Co ed 
West Virginia, The; Charleston, w. Vs. 

Cincinnati and Suburban Bell Tticuhon* Co 
The; Cincinnati; Ohio. 

Citizens Telephone Co.; Covington. Kj. 

Diamond State Telephone Oo., The; Phiu. 
delphla. Pa. 

Harrison Telephone CO., The; Harrison, Ofclo 

Illinois Bell Telephone C 04 Chicago, III 

Indiana Bell Telephone Co.. Inc: IndiaiisM. 
Ua. Ind. * ^ 

Lcmbl Telephone Co.; St. Paul. Mini). 

Michigan Bell Telephone Co.; Detroit, Midi. 

Mountain 8 Utee Telephone and Trlefnjii 
Co.. The; Denver, Colo. 

New England Telephone and Telegraph Co* 
Boston. Maas. 

New Jersey Bell Telephone CO.; Newark, XJ. 

New York Telephone Co.; New York, N Y. 

Norfolk and Carolina Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph CO.. The; Elisabeth City. N C. 

Norfolk and Carolina Telephone and Tele¬ 
graph Oo. of Virginia, The; Elizabeth Otr, 
N.C. 

Northwestern Bell Telephone Co.; Omaha, 
Ncbr. 

Ohio BeU Telephone Co.. The; Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Co, The; 
San Francisco, Calif. 

Rio Virgin Telephone Co., Inc.; Mesqutta, 
Nev. 

Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph O 04 
Atlanta, Qa. 

Southern New England Telephone Co, Tbr, 
New Haven, Conn. 

Southwestern BeU Telephone Co ; St. Loula 
Mo. 

Wisconsin Telephone C 04 Milaauket. Wit. 

|FR. Doc. 65-6427; Filed. June 17. 1965; 

6:47 am J 


FEDERAL MARITIME GOMMISSIOM 

(Docket No. 65-20) 

WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN AND 
ADRIATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLAN¬ 
TIC RANGE CONFERENCE 


Notico of Investigation end Hearing 
Regarding Agreemcnf 


The West Coast of Italy. Sicilian and 
Adriatic Ports/North Atlantic Range 
Conference (WJ.NAC.), operates under 
approved Agreement 2846-13. The Com¬ 
mission has Information Indicating that 
the Conference has failed to admit 
promptly to Conference membership 
Admiralty Lines, Ltd., a Liberian corpo¬ 
ration which is represented by Interseas 
Shipping Corp. in the United States* in 
accordance with the provisions of Article 


25 of said Agreement 2846-13. 

Admiralty Lines, Ltd., operates time* 
chartered vessels of Norwegian resrw 
in the Mediterranean trade, and has niw 
a tariff with the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission pursuant to section 18(b)<l) « 
the Shipping Act. 1916, naming raw* 
and charges in this and other trades n 
which it offers and advertises service. 

Admiralty Lines. Ltd . has applied for 
membership In WJ.NA.C. and has 001 
been admitted thereto. Since it is a non- 
conference line offering direct 
from Italian ports to United state5 /j 0I r! 
Atlantic ports. It has been unable w 
obtain profitable cargoes due to m 
maintenance by the Conference of a a 
rate system. This applicant appears 
have the qualifications necessary to 
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in common carrier operations In 
this trade and to have met the require- 
merits of Article 25 of the Conference 
agreement with respect to admission to 
Conference membership. 

Whereas, section 15 of the Shipping 
Act 1016. provides, in effect, that no 
agreement shall continue to be approved 
if it falls to provide reasonable and 
equal terms and conditions for admis¬ 
sion to conference membership, and 

Whereas, the Commission's General 
Order 9 <46 CFR 523.1) ct seq., sets forth 
rules to effectuate and implement the 
foregoing provisions of section 15 of the 
Shipping Act. 1916. and provides. In sec¬ 
tion 523.2 <c). that: 


No carrier which has compiled with the 
condition* set forth in paragraph (a) of this 
lection thall he denied admission or rcodmU- 

ttm to membership. 


Now therefore, it is ordered, That, pur¬ 
suant to sections 15 and 22 of the Act. 
in inveftigation be and is hereby insti¬ 
tuted to determine whether continued 
approval should be given to Agreement 
No. 2846-13. 

It is further ordered , That the member 
lines of Agreement 2846-13, as listed in 
Appendix A below, are hereby made re¬ 
spondents m this proceeding; and 
It is further ordered, That the matter 
be assigned for hearing before an ex¬ 
aminer of the Commission's Office of 
Hearing Examiners at a date and place 
to be hereafter determined and an¬ 
nounced by the Chief Examiner; and 
It is further ordered. That a copy of 
thU order be served upon the respond- 
enu and published In the Federal Reg- 
tsra; and 

It is further ordered , That persons 
other than respondents who desire to 
become parties to this proceeding and to 
participate herein shall promptly notify 
the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., 20573, and 
Jtoall file with the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, a petition for 
*ay* to intervene in accordance with 
Rule 5<ru of the Commission's rules of 


practice and procedure on or before Ju 
W, 1965 , with copy to each of the i 
■pondenb. 

Jt is further ordered, That all futi 
jwtlces issued by or on behalf of t 
commission in this proceeding, includi 
?! Umc and of hearing 

^hearing conference, shall be mall 
®rectly to all parties of record. 


By order of the Commission, 


Ittul 


Thomas Lisi. 
Secretary. 


appendix a 

Export UbnmdUen Unw. In. 
York. NT, 10004. 

Olt H,U^ ld,nt Un **' LUt ■ 001 0,1 
S«n Francisco 8. Calif. 

PofuM^ bre Soclet « OW8*»Is de Tl 
Oenerti A c °mmander Shlpptni 

Nr wSr'"*- 17 3tat# 8tre * t ' 

n»l»e-Ortffln Steamship 
York. H y il>»5 e,>U - 80 Broad Stmt, 

*0.117- 


Olacomo Costa Pu Andrea. Overseas Con¬ 
solidated Co. Ltd., General Agents, 26 
Broadway, New York, N.Y„ 10004. 

Hansa Line-Deutsche Dampfschifrfahrte. 
Gese Use haft "HttnaA;* P. W. Hartmann A 
Co.. Inc.. Oeneral Agents, 120 Wail 8treet, 
New York. N.Y„ 10005. 

*'2talU" Societa per Aalonl de Navlgazione 
(Italian Line). 1 Whitehall Street. New 
York, N.Y., 10004. 

Hellenic Lines, Ltd.. 39 Broadway. New York, 
N.Y.. 10006. 

Moller-Maersk Line. A.P.. Muller Steamship 
Co.. Inc., General Agents, 67 Broad 8treet, 
New York. NY.. 10004- 

National Hellenlc-Amerlcan Line. Cosmo¬ 
politan Shipping Co.. Inc.. General Agents, 
43 Broadway. New York. N Y.. 10004. 
Prudential Lines, Inc., 1 Whitehall Street. 
New York, N.Y., 10004. 

Van Nlcvclt Goudrlaan A Co.’s Stoomvaart 
Maatschapplj N V. (Constellation Line), 
Constellation Navigation Inc., General 
Agents. 85 Broad Street, New York, N.Y.. 
10004. 

Villain and Paaslo E . Compftgnla Interna¬ 
tional, Di Genova (Paaslo Line). Norton. 
Lilly, and Co.. Inc, Oeneral Agents, 36 
Beaver Street, New York. N.Y.. 10004. 
Jugoslavenska Linijaka Plovldba (Jugolln- 
IJa). Cross Ocean Shipping Co., Inc., Gen¬ 
eral Agents. 17 Battery Place, New York. 
NY.. 10004 

Zlm Israel Navigation Co., Ltd., American - 
Israeli Shipping Co., Inc., General Agents, 
43 Broadway. New York. N Y.. 10004. 

(PR. Doc. 65-6430; Piled. June 17. 1965: 
8:40 a m.| 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(811-033) 

CHATHAM CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Application for Or¬ 
der Declaring Company Has 
Ceased To Be an Investment Com¬ 
pany 

June 14.1965. 

Notice Ls hereby given that an appli¬ 
cation has been filed by Chatham Corp., 
formerly Townsend Corp. of America 
(“applicant"). 38 Chatham Road. Short 
Hills, N.J., a Delaware corporation and 
a closed-end, nondiversified manage¬ 
ment investment company registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 ("Act”). seeking an order pursuant 
to section 8(f) of the Act declaring that 
the applicant has ceased to be an invest¬ 
ment company. All interested persons 
are referred to the application on flic 
with the Commission for a full statement 
of the representations therein which are 
summarized below. 

Effective December 31. 1964, Townsend 
Management Co. ("TMC") and Resort 
Airlines, Inc., were merged into the ap¬ 
plicant, which became the surviving cor¬ 
poration under its present name. In 
proceedings entitled Securities & Ex¬ 
change Commission v. Townsend Corp. of 
America et al. <D.N.J.. Civil Action No. 
336-61). it was ordered, among other 
things, that the applicant divest Itself of 
various Investment securities, and submit 
to vote of its shareholders a proposal to 
authorize a change in the nature of the 


applicant's business so as to cease to be 
an investment company and to file 
the instant application. The application 
states that on April 8. 1965. the ap¬ 
plicant's shareholders authorized such 
actions. 

The appheant states that the nature 
of its business has so changed that it is 
no longer an investment company as 
defined in section 3(a) of the Act, and 
that it does not propose to engage in 
activities which would constitute it an 
investment company within the pro¬ 
visions of that section. With particular 
reference to section 3(a)(3) of the Act. 
the applicant represents that the value 
of its investment securities is substan¬ 
tially less than 40 per centum of the 
value of the relevant assets described 
in such section. The applicant states 
that its investment securities consist of 
(I) 40,000 shares of the Class B common 
stock of Federated Investors. Inc., which 
It has been ordered to divest, and which 
It intends actively to seek to do. til) 
5,000 shares of the common stock of 
Townsend Growth Fund. Inc., which arc 
expected to be liquidated in due course 
in connection with pending proceedings 
with respect to that company under 
chapter X of the Bankruptcy Act. and 
(ill) a nominal amount of interests in 
producing oil and gas leases. The bulk 
of the applicant's other assets consists 
of cash, U.3. Treasury Bills, and se¬ 
curities of majority or wholly owned 
subsidiary companies in the broadcast¬ 
ing. engraving-printing, and recreation 
resort businesses. 

Notice Is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than July 
2. 1965, at 5:30 pjn.. submit to the Com¬ 
mission in writing a request for a hearing 
on the matter accompanied by a state¬ 
ment as to the nature of his interest, the 
reason for such request and the Issues 
of fact or law proposed to be contro¬ 
verted, or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission shall order a 
hearing thereon. Any such communica¬ 
tion should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington. D.C., 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the applicant at 
the address stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit or in case of an 
attorney-at-law by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after such date, as 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein may be issued by the Commission 
upon the basis of the information stated 
in said application unless an order for 
hearing upon said application shall 
be issued upon request or upon the 
Commission s own motion. 

For the Commission (pursuant to 
delegated authority). 

I SEAL 1 ORVAL L. DUBOIS. 

Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 65-6414: Piled, June 17, 1965: 

8:47 ajs.) 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

June 15. 1965. 

Protests to the r ran tins of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared In accordance with 
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of practice 
(49 CPR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 39838 —Joint motor-rail 
rates—Eastern Central . Piled by The 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion. Inc., agent (No. 343). for interested 
carriers. Rates on commodities moving 
on class and commodity rates over Joint 
routes of applicant rail and motor car¬ 
riers. between points in central States 
territory, on the one hand, and points 
in middle Atlantic and New England 
territories, on the other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—26th revised page 47-A to 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion. Inc., agent, tariff MF-LC.C. A-230. 

FSA No. 39839 —Joint motor-rail 
rates—Eastern Central Filed by The 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion. Inc., agent (No. 344). for interested 
carriers. Rates on commodities moving 
on class and commodity rates over Joint 
routes of applicant rail and motor car¬ 
riers. between points in middle Atlantic 
and New England territories, on the one 
hand, and points in central States, mid- 
dlcwest and southwestern territories, on 
the other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—26th revised page 47-A to 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion, Inc., agent, tariff MP-I.C.C. A-230. 

PSA No. 39840 —J oint motor-rail 
rates—Eastern Central . Filed by The 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associ¬ 
ation, Inc., agent (No. 345), for inter¬ 
ested carriers. Rates on commodities 
moving on class and commodity rates 
over Joint routes of applicant rail and 
motor carriers, between points in middle 
Atlantic and New England territories, on 
the one hand, and points in central 
States, and middlewest territories, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition, 

Tariff—26th revised page 47-A to 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion. Inc., agent, tariff MP-I.C.C. A-230. 

PSA No. 39841 —Joint motor-rail 
rates—Eastern Central Filed by The 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associa¬ 
tion, Inc., agent (No. 346), for Inter¬ 
ested carriers. Rates on commodities 


moving on class and commodity rates 
over Joint roptes of applicant rail and 
motor carriers, between points in central 
States territory, on the one hand, and 
points in middle Atlantic and New Eng¬ 
land territories, on the other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—35th revised page 222 to East¬ 
ern Central Motor Carriers Association, 
Inc., agent, tariff MP-I.C.C. A-230. 

PSA No. 39842 —J oint motor-rail 
rates—Eastern Central. Filed by The 
Eastern Central Motor Carriers Associ¬ 
ation, Inc., agent (No. 347), for Inter¬ 
ested carriers. Rates on commodities 
moving on class and commodity rates 
over Joint routes of applicant rail and 
motor carriers, between points in middle 
Atlantic and New England territories, on 
the one hand, and points in middlewest 
and southwestern territories, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—35 th revised page 222 to East¬ 
ern Central Motor Carriers Association. 
Inc., agent, tariff MF-I.C.C. A-230. 

FSA No. 39843 —Liquefied petroleum 
gas from points in Oklahoma. Filed by 
Southwestern Freight Bureau, agent 
(No. B-8741), for interested rail carriers. 
Rates on liquefied petroleum gas (In¬ 
cluding butane or propane). in tank car¬ 
loads. from Hocker. Laverne. and Mo- 
cane, Okla., on the M-K-T Railroad, and 
Beaver, Hough, and Straight, Okla.. on 
the BMJtE, to points in Illinois Freight 
Association, southern, southwestern, and 
western trunkline territories. 

Grounds for relief—Emergency rout¬ 
ing of traffic. 

FSA No. 39844 —J oint motor-rail 
rates—Central and Southern. Filed by 
The Central and Southern Motor Freight 
Tariff Association. Inc., agent (No. 93), 
for interested carriers. Rates on com¬ 
modities moving on class and commodity 
rates over Joint routes of applicant rail 
and motor carriers, from and to points 
In Illinois and Missouri, on the one hand, 
and points in southern territory, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief—Motor-truck com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 58 to Central and 
Southern Motor Freight Tariff Associ¬ 
ation, Inc., agent, tariff MF-I.C.C. 286. 

FSA No. 39845 —Asphalt to points in 
North Dakota. Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, agent (No. A-2409). for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on as¬ 
phalt (asphaltum). natural, byproduct or 
petroleum, other than paint, stain or 
varnish, also road oil and wax tailings, 
in tank carloads, from Casper. Cody. Sin¬ 
clair. and Thermopolls, Wyo.. to specified 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 8 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff 
ICC. A-4572. 


FSA No. 39846 —Chlorine to f)o« 

Kv. Filed by O. W. South, Jr. 

(No. A4706), for Interested rail caiTirn 
Rates on liquefied chlorine, in tanka* 
loads, subject to minimum shipment of 
275 tons of 2,000 pounds, from Sultrily 
Va., to Doe Run. Ky. 


Grounds for relief—Market compete 
tlon. 


Tariff—Supplement 13 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff icr 
S-517. 


FSA No. 39847— Wheat flour to pofatj 
in southern territory. Filed by 0. W 
South. Jr., agent (No. A4705>. for to¬ 
te rested rail carriers. Rates on what 
flour, in carloads, from Decatur, Gua. 
tersville, and Sheffield, Ala.. ChstU- 
nooga. and Knoxville, Term, t applicant 
on shipments from beyond by rail), to 
points in southern territory’. 

Grounds for relief—Ex-barce rate re¬ 
lationship. 

Tariff—Supplement 29 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff I.C.C. 
8-478. 


By the Commission. 

(seal! Bertha P. Admd, 

Acting S:\retarj. 

|P.R. Doc 65-6420; FUed. June 17. IMS: 
8:47 a-tn | 


[ Second Rev. 8.0. 562; Pfahlcrr ICC 
Order 170, Amdt.3J 

GEORGIA & FLORIDA RAILWAY 

Diversion and Rerouting of Traffic 

Upon further consideration of 

Pf aider's ICC Order No. 170 < Georgia * 
Florida Railway) and good cause ap¬ 
pearing therefor: 

It is ordered . That: 

Pfahler's ICC Order No. 170 be, and It 
Is hereby, amended by substituting the 
following paragraph (g> for paragnp t 
(g) thereof: 

(g) Expiration date: This order shaD 
expire at 11:59 pm.. December 31, 1N& 
unless otherwise modified, changed, ap¬ 
pended, or annulled. 

It is further ordered, That this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective at 11:59 pm • 
June 30, 1965, and that this order 
be served upon the Association of Ameri¬ 
can Railroads, Car Service Division, iu 
agent of all railroads subscribing U> up 
car service and per diem agreement un¬ 
der the terms of that agreement, and oy 
filing it with the Director. Office of 
Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D C.. June 11 
1965. ^ 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

[seal] R. D. Pfaiilea, 

Agent. 

IF.R. DOC. 65-6421; Filed, June 17, 

8:47 am j 
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